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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Curious.Ly ENoveH, at the time when we were “‘ strongly 
deprecating”’ (we think that is the correct expression) aay 
discussion of the Land Transfer Bill until it ap and when 
Mr. Laxe was wishing he knew what provisions it contained, 
the Lord Chancellor ‘quietly introdu the measure in the 
House of Lords. We point out elsewhere in detail the changes 
which have been made in the tra of the interesting little 
stranger—stranger we ought y to say, since, as we shew 
elsewhere, the little dear’s teeth and claws are inadend, prac- 
tically without change, from its ancestors. 





Tue neTrREMENT of Mr. G. H. Panxryson, of the Central 
Office, removes a well-known figure from the official staff of the 
Supreme Court. Mr. Parkinson was one of the judges’ clerks 
transferred in 1880 to the Summons and Order Department of 
the Central Office, and during a service of forty-seven years he 
has been brought into relation with a number of eminent judges 
and lawyers. He was chamber clerk to Baron Parke from 1850 
to 1856, and in the latter year was appointed private secretary 
to Lord Wenstxypate and clerk to the J ndicial Business Oom- 
mission. In 1857 he was appointed to the Crown 
Jewels Commission, appointed to determine the claim of the 
King of Hanover as against Her Majesty the Queen to certain 
jewels brought to this country by Queen Anne and Queen Char- 
lotte respectively. Mr. Parkinson was subsequently appointed 
chamber clerk to Mr. Justice Byizs, Sir Gzorcz Honyman, and 
Baron Hvupp.ixston successively. He was the author of “A 
Handy-book for the Common Law Judges’ Cham 





Ir 1s unpERsTOOD that the Lord Chancellor, with the concur- 
rence of the Lord Chief Justice and the consent of the Treasury, 
has directed that for the future the chief clerks in the chambers 
of the Chancery Division shail have the style and title of Masters 
of the Supreme Court. Thus ends an official title which has had 
an honourable career of well-nigh ate po. We believe that 
the change has in some quarters been advocated for many years, 
and it may be conceded that in itself-it is not unreasonable. ° 
The duties pap med by the officials who have hitherto been 
designated inl clarke so aunniely 001 oan SE eae 
respects they are far more im: t—than those which devolve 
upon the Masters in the Queen’s Bench Division. And there is 
pamething Se bo ait Ear A: ARN cane ae oe 
I 
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clerk does not convey un adequate idea of the nature and im- 
portance of the office. So long, therefore, as the change is one 
of name only, we have no objection to offer. We are not with- 
out apprehension, however, that more may be intended than 
meots the eye. And, if there is any idea of altering the juris- 
diction hitherto exercised by the chief clerks, or of interfering 
with the connection between them and the judges of the 
Chancery Division, we should most strongly deprecate such a 

i On this point we may possibly have more to say 
next week. 





Tue pxcision of Norrn, J., in Re Carter and Kenderdine (ante, 
p. 274) is of great importance. There has long been a doubt in 
the profession as to the effect of sect. 47 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, where the person who claims under a voluntary 
settlement makes a subsequent conveyance for value. The 
section in question renders a voluntary settlement “void” 
under certain circumstances against the trustee in bankruptcy 
of the settlor. It was decided in Re Briggs and Spicer (1891, 2 
Ch. 127) that “‘ void’ was to be taken in its ordinary meaning, 
so that a title depending on a voluntary settlement was un- 
marketable during the period of ten years mentioned in the 
section referred to. But according to the judgments of VaucHan 
Wiutiass, J., in Re (1893, 2 Q."B. 381) and Re Vansittart 
(1893, 2 Q. B. 337; discussed 37 Soricrrors’ Journat, 695), the 
word ‘‘ void” means ‘‘ voidable,” and the title of a purchaser in 

faith for valuable consideration from the donee under the 
voluntary settlement prevails against the trustee in bankruptcy 
of the settlor. After the decision in Re Briggs and Spicer a prac- 
tice slowly grew up, where a purchase was made from the donee 
under the voluntary settlement, of insuring against the bank- 
ruptcy of the settlor. As, however, the decisions in Re Brall 
and Je Vansittart were accepted by most practitioners, this 
practice has, we believe, ceased. Since, however, in 2s Carter 
and Kenderdine Noxtu, J., has declined to force a title derived 
under a voluntary settlement on a purchaser, the prudent prac- 
titioner will decline to accept such a title, or if his client insists 
on completing the purchase, will advise him to insure against 
the ptey of the settlor. 





THE ANSWER given by the Chancellor of the Exchequer to a 
question put to him in the House of Commons (ante, p. 279) 
shews that he was unaware of the hardship of the present law. 
It ap from the table given in Bourdin’s Land Tax (4th ed., 
p. 88), that about one-half of the land tax redeemed up to the 
end of 1892 was redeemed in 1798 and 1799, and that about 
seven-eights were redeemed prior to 1857. In order to ascertain 
whether land is free from tax, it is necessary to search in the 
names of the successive owners since the first imposition of the 
tax in 1798. There are very few landowners who have matorials 
for ascertaining the names of their predecessors in title so far 
back. It will be observed that if a man purchases under an 
open contract at the present day, so that he acquires a forty 
years’ title, and the tax has been redeemed, the chance is about 
seven to one that the redemption took place earlier than the 
time when his title begins, so that it is impossible for him to 
make the proper search. On the other hand, if the property 
belongs to some magnate whose family have enjoyed it for 100 
years, there will be no difficulty in knowing in whose name to 
make the search. But even in the latter case, if the search is 
successful, it often happens that, owing to the change in the 
description of the property, it may be impossible to shew that 
the tax on any particular piece of land was redeemed. Here, 
again, the large landowner has an advantage, since in many cases 
he can shew that his family holds the same lands as they held at 
the time of redemption, while this is much more difficult in the 
case of a small landowner. How often must we state in this 
journal that it is a man’s misfortune, not his fault, if ho is 


_ poor? 





Tz mist Acr of the new Session of Parliament (which 
received the Royal Assent on the 16th inst.) contains two 
amendments of the Local Government Act, 1894. It provides 

m who has entered into residence on or before the 
March in any year shall, if otherwise qualified for elec- 


that a 
25th 








tion as a parish councillor, be eligible for election at the parish 
council elections of the succeeding year notwithstanding that 
the period of his residence shall be under one year. This pro- 
vision effects a modification of section 3 (1) of the Act of 1894, 
which requires that in order to be qualified by residence the 
candidate shall have resided in the parish, or within three miles 
thereof, during the whole of the twelve months preceding the 
election. The Act also repeals rule (1) of Part 1. of the first 
Schedule to the Act of 1894 (by which the annual assembly of 
the parish meeting is required to be held within seven days 
before or after the 25th of March), and provides that that 
assembly shall be held on some day between the Ist of March 
and the Ist of April. This enactment facilitates the arrange- 
ment contemplated by the recent Parish Councillors’ Election 
Order—viz., that the election of ish councillors should be 
held at the annual assembly instead of at a district parish meet- 
ing held shortly before the data at which the annual assembly 
was required to be held. The short title of the Act is the Local 
Government Act, 1897. It comes into force at once, and there- 
fore will apply to the elections to be held next month. 





THE DEBATE in the House of Commons on Tuesday on the 
working of the Judicature Acts may be described as both 
instructive and misleading. It was instructive because Mr. 
ATHERLEY-JonEs, in moving for a Royal Oommission, 
undoubtedly succeeded in shewing that our system of procedure 
has several serious defects, and it was misleading, because he 
fell into a most remarkable error in describing the results of 
the work done by the High Court—an error, moreover, which no 
one attempted to correct. He said that “in 1893 in the Queen’s 
Bench Division the plaintiffs recovered £500,000, but they spent 
about £200,000 to do so.” It is extraordinary that such a 
statement as this should have been permitted to pass without 
comment. Ifit were true, the state of affairs would be little 
short of scandalous, for the nation would be paying over 
£200,000 a year in salaries, and litigants another £200,000 in 
costs, in order to compass the recovery of debts amounting t 
£500,000! In other words, every five pounds of debt woul 
have cost four pounds to recover. We are happy to say th 
the country’s judicial machinery is not so desperately costly 
all that. Mr. Arnertey-Jonzs appears to have found in ti 
judicial statistics that the total amount recovered after trial 
Queen’s Bench actions in 1893 was a little over £500,000, a’ 
that the amount allowed for costs on taxation was about 
£200,000. He thereupon appears to have jumped to two con- 
clusions. First, that this half-million represented the total 
amount recovered by plaintiffs in the Queen’s Bench Division ; 
and secondly, that the £200,000 allowed on taxation represented 
the costs of recovering the half-million. Both these conclusions 
are wrong—hopelessly wrong. In 1893 there were 2,600 cases 
tried in court in the Queen’s Bench Division, with the result 
that £520,000 was recovered. But, in addition to those cases, 
there were 30,700 others in which judgments were obtained, 
some under order 14, and others in default of appearance 
or defence. The judicial statistics do not give the amounts for 
which these latter judgments were entered, though it is intended 
that they shall do so in future years. We can, however, offer a 
rough estimate which shall be well within the mark. The 
minimum exclusive jurisdiction of the High Court is £50; no 
actions are brought in the High Court on claims below £20, 
and every action for less than £100 is liable to be remitted to a 
county court. It is a low estimate to assume that the average 
amount of the 30,700 judgments in default and under order 14 
was £100 per judgment. The total amount, therefore, re- 
covered by these judgments in 1893 must have been at least 
£3,700,000, an item which Mr. AruEertry-Jonzs entirely over- 
loooked when he stated that the total amount recovered by 
plaintiffs in Queen’s Bench actions was £500,000. As a matter 
of fact, the total was certainly not less than £4,200,000. He was 
equally wide of the mark when he stated that the amount of costs 
allowed on recovering the £500,000 was £200,000. It is true 
that in 1893 the total amount allowed on taxation was £200,000, 
or thereabouts, but that figure covered all taxations, and a very 
large number of these were made under order 14 and in other 


actions which never went into court, and therefore had no : 
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relation to the half-million to which he referred as the total 
amount recovered by plaintiffs. The returns do not separate 
taxations into classes. It is not, therefore, possible to give an 
accurate idea of the average cost of actions tried in court in 
the Queen’s Bench Division, but we may safely assume that the 
total could not have been more than half, and was probably 
much less than half, the amount stated by Mr. ArnertEy-Jonzs. 
He would probably have been approximately correct if he had 
stated that plaintiffs in the Queen’s Bench Division recovered 
four and a quarter millions at a total cost to themselves, in taxed 
costs and fixed costs combined, of £350,000- In other words, 
that the average cost of such actions was rather more than 
eight per cent. of the amount recovered. 





Waite we have felt ourselves compelled to expose the error 
into which Mr. Aruzrtzy-Jon»s fell, with regard to the total 
money results of the work of the Queen’s Bench Courts, we 
cordially acknowledge the value of his criticism in other respects. 
There can be no doubt, for example, that our circuit system 
needs reform of a more or less drastic kind. It is not possible 
to rest satisfied with the existing circuit arrangements. The 
subject is an extremely difficult one. The circuits cannot be 
done away with, because the whole country would be up in 
arms if such a thing were attempted, and in face of sucha 
powerful local feeling as that which exists in favour of retaining 
the system, neither political party cares to face the problem. But 
we have often urged upon the authorities the necessity which 
exists for a carefully thought out system of grouping. That 
there are too many assize towns is obvious, and that London 
litigants suffer considerably in consequence is equally plain. 
While judges are going about the country disposing of com- 
paratively few cases the business of the London courts is stag- 
nated and the London and Middlesex lists are getting into 
arrear. This is certainly a defect in our system which ought to 
be dealt with. We do not, however, agree with Mr. ArnHERLEY- 


_Jonzs that the remedy lies in throwing the county courts open 
.to all actions, and allowing litigants in such courts to have 


‘their actions tried in the nearest assize towns. There are, in 


,gur opinion, overwhelming objections to such a proposal, and 


we agree with the Attorney-General that if it were adopted “‘ the 
jtility of the county courts would be doomed.” There is one 
sefect in our present system which we are ised to see 
~caped Mr. ArnEeRtEy-Jonzs’ notice. We have called attention 
more than once to the great hardships inflicted upon plaintiffs 
in the High Court by the system of remitting actions, or 
of actions, to the county courts. Over and over again it 
happens that a defendant applies for remission to the county 
court for the sole purpose of delay. The plaintiff is thereby 
put to additional costs, and is generally delayed for several 
weeks, only to find that the defendant does not appear in the 
county court. In cases under order 14 the plaintiff loses his 
costs under the Supreme Court scale solely in consequence of 
this mancouvre of the defendant, which prevents his obtaining 
his order for judgment within the time wed him by section 
116 of the County Courts Act, 1888. This, in our opinion, is a 
very serious defect. If once an action is properly Prought in 
the High Court, it ought to be dis of by that court, and 
we cannot but hope that our legal authorities will see the 
importance of making provision to ensure this being done. 





Taz Atrorney-GEneraL, in answering Mr, Arner.zy-Jonzs, 
referred to the future effect of the summons for directions. His 
words had reference only to the place of trial, but he evidently 
had in his mind some provision which would “in the future ” 
place more control in the hands of the judge over the course of 
an action. It is no secret that the judges have passed a resolu- 
tion in favour of making it obligatory on a plaintiff to apply for 
directions before delivering any pleadings in his action, the 
object being to apply to actions generally on the Queen’s Bench 
side the practice which exists in commercial causes. If the case 
is one which ought io be tried summarily without pleadings, it 
will be so ordered to be tried. The point of interest is as to the 
time when this new system is to be inaugurated. The Rule 
Committee have under their consideration a revised code of 


parts candidate or may distribute them 





Rules of the Supreme Court. For over two years a committee, 
presided over by Lord Justice Luypizy, has been engaged in 
the long-promised work of revision, and as long ago as last 
August it was publicly announced that the draft revised code 
was completed, and had been referred to the Rule Committee. 
Since then we have heard nothing about it. Are we to assume 
from the words of the Attorney-General that the Rule 
Committee are nearing the completion of their labours, and 
that the new code, containing the new order as to the 
summons for directions, may be shortly ? Or, are 
we to conclude that his remarks had reference only to the 
early publication in advance of the new order making a 
summons for directions comp in all cases? We may, 
sy be allowed to express the hope that when we 
have the new code we may have it all at once. A code of rules 
is not like a serial story, which can be issued with advantage in 
monthly i. The various orders must necessarily hinge on 
one another, and we can hardly imagine anything more con- 
fusing than to study one part - | a po of ure without 
being able to refer to other parts for explanation. We fully 
appreciate the importance of bringing into operation as soon as 
possible the new rule giving the court complete control over 
pleadings. It will, in our opinion, do more to restore public 
confidence in our | system than any reform of modern 
times. But we certainly hope that the Rule Committee will see 
their way to issuing the revised rules embodying the new plead- 
ing order so that the complete code may come into operation at 
the commencement of the Michaelmas Sittings. 





AN IwPoRTANT decision was given last week by Hawxuvs and 
Kenvyepy, JJ., on a special case stated in the Brighton and Preston 
School Board Election Petition. Great difficulty was caused by 
the strange methods adopted by the electors in recording their 
votes upon the ballot papers, and the difficulty was not 
diminished by the opinions expressed by Lord Oorzriver, O.J., 
in Phillips v. Goff (17 Q. B. D. 805), a similar case also 
arising out of a School Board election. These elections are 
conducted under the Ballot Act, 1872, but with several modifica- 
tions introduced by a General Order of the Education Depart- 
ment made under the Elementary Education Acts. The most 
important of these is the introduction of the ‘cumulative vote.” 
The rules provide that “every voter shall be entitled to a 
number of votes equal to the number of the members of the 
School Board to be elected, and may give all such votes to one 
the candidates as he 
thinks fit.” oreover, in an election under the Ballot Act 
simply, a vote is indicated by a cross made by the voter in the 
9 ite the name of the candidate; but in a School 

ection “the voter may place against the name of any 
candidate for whom he votes the number of votes he gives to 
such candidate in lieu of a cross.” In the Brighton case some of 


Oe os ging Oe 

single cross was placed against 

he credited those candidates with five or three votes respectively ; 

where, however, the number of candidates against 

a single cross was marked was not such as to divide into fifteen 

without a remainder, he treated the ple 

and counted one vote only for each cross. In so counting the 

votes the returning was acting on the vi 
in v 


by Lord Corerrner, O.J., in Phillips v. Goff. That judge 
remarked that it seemed to him “ exceedingly unlikely that a 
man who takes the trouble to vote at all not vote up to 
the full extent of his voting power,” and that he would himself 
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give all his votes to that candidate. He added, however, that it 
was possible to adopt the view that one cross meant one vote 
and no more, or that a voting paper so marked was void for 
uncertainty, and that the meaning ofa single cross was a 
_ not of law but of fact, which the commissioner trying 
election petition was the proper. authority to determine. 
And Denman, J., agreed that this was a question of fact for the 
commissioner “taking into account all the modes and habits of 
voting adopted at the place.” It a therefore, that the 
court in Phillips v. Goff declined to lay down a rule for the 
idance of the returning officer in these cases, and it is obvious 
whatever the commissioner on the trial of a petition may do, 

the returning officer ought not to go into questions of the intention 
or habits of the voters, and indeed has no means of doing so. 
In the Brighton and Preston case the rule has been laid down by 
Hawxtns and Kenvepy, JJ., that a ballot paper is not to be 
rejected as uncertain on the ground that the voter may have 
intended a single cross to denote more than one vote, and that in 
im such a case all that is certain is that at least one vote was 
intended to be given by each cross, and that a single cross must 
therefore be counted as cne vote and one only. This decision 
ves a workable and intelligible rule, and is to be preferred to 

somewhat vague opinions expressed in Phillips v. Goff. 





Atremrts have frequently been made of late in certain quar- 
ters to persuade working men that the Truck Act, 1896, is 
injurious to them, on the ground that it legalizes fines which 
were illegal before. This charge, however, against the Act can 
only be made by a person who is ignorant of the law on the 
subject, or else i @ person who speaks mala fide. Before the 
Act an employer had very wide powers of imposing fines. 
Practical S was able to compei a workman to submit to any 
fine he chose for negligence or misconduct. It was held in 
Redgrave v. Kelly (837 W. R. 543) that a master who deducts a 
fine for spoiled materials from the wages of a workman is not 
guilty of any offence under the Truck Acts in force before 
1896. In such a case the master has meroly failed to pay part 
of the wages. But if the workman were to attempt to recover 
the unpaid wages in a court of law, he would be met with a 
claim on behalf of the employer for damages for the 
negligence in spoiling the goods, and if his case were proved, 
the employer would be entitled to set off this sum against the 
unpaid wages. If, however, the workman had agreed to pay 
fines for spoiling materials entrusted to him, or for breaches ot 
rules, the employer could probably have recovered a fine in the 
county court if he could shew that he had suffered loss by the 
segtigence or breach of rules, and that the amount he claimed 
was the nature of liquidated damages. It was held in 
Beetham v. Crewdson (55 J ‘. 55) that in such a case a deduction 
from the wages of a workman of a fine in the nature of liqui- 
dated damages was no offence against the Truck Acts, and 
further, that it was a perfectly legal proceeding, and that the 
fine could be set off against a claim for wages. In Willis v. 
Thorp (L. R. 10 Q. B. 383) the court held that the deduction 
from wages of a fine for absence from work without permission 
was perfectly legal. It is clear, therefore, that, according to 
i icial decisions, the workman was not protected by the lew 

being compelled to pay fines which he had not agreed to 

y, and of which he had no previous notice. The Truck Act, 

896, however, deprived the ang of a great deal of this 
arbitrary power. An employer is forbidden to make any con- 
tract in respect to the B . smpe of fines unless ‘‘the terms of 
the contract are contained in a notice kept constantly affixed at 
such place or places open to the workmen, and in such a 
position that it may be easily seen, read, and copied by any 
person whom it affects,” or unless “the contract is in writing 
— by the workman.” The contract must also specify the 
or omissions for which the fines are payable, and the acte 


_—_——_ 


or omissions may be such only as are calculated “to cause 

Gamage or loss to the employer or interruption or hindrance to 
, his business.” Also, the amount of the fine must not exceed 
what is fair and reasonable; and when a fine has been incurred | 

written particulars thereof must be delivered to a cea 

. No fie can be exacted except in 

th such a contract; and disobedience to these pro- 


visions renders the employer liable to a penalty recoverable 





summarily before justices. It is hard to see how this Act can 
operate otherwise than to protect workmen from arbitrary and 
unfair fines. 





Tue Hovse of Lords have fortunately found it possible to 
reverse the decision of Vavcnan Wit11ms, J., and of the Court 
of Appeal in 22s Veuve Monnier et ses Fils, Ex parte Bloomenthal 
(44 W. R. 577), by which a must oppressive liability for unpaid 
calls was imposed on a mortgagee of shares purporting to be 
fully paid up. Broomentuat was asked to advance £1,000 to 
Veuve Monnier et ses Fils (Limited). He made the advance 
upon the security of the deposit with him of certificates for 
10,000 fully-paid £1 shares in the company. Subsequently a 
further advance of £600 was made by him on the security of the 
deposit of certificates for another 6,000 shares. The company had 
started with a capital of £100,000, of which shares for £60,000 
had been issued. For the purpose of BLoomentTHat’s security, 
the company made use of shares belonging to the £40,000 which 
had not been issued, and the certificates deposited with him 
stated that the shares represented by them were fully paid 
and were registered in his name. Practically, therefore, the 
shares were issued to Bioomenrnat as allottee, and, there 
being no registered contract under section 25 of the Companies 
Act, 1867, he took them subject to liability to pay the full 
nominal value, unless the company was estopped from denying 
as against him that they were fully paid. In general, however, 
the doctrine of estoppel cannot be relied upon by an original 
allottee of shares, unless indeed he can shew, as in Parbury’s 
case (44 W. R. 107), that he took them in the belief that they 
we id. But it was proved to the satisfaction of the 
Court of Appeal that Broomenruat knew that his shares were 
part of those which had not been issued, and which, therefore, 
had not been paid up. Hence it was felt to be impossible to 
apply the doctrine of estoppel in his favour, however hard the 
result might be. The House of Lords have given more weight 
to the representation of the company to BLoomzntTHt that he was 
to have for his security fully paid shares, and less to the inference 
which he might have drawn from the facts within his knowledge. 
He relied on the ag eager and did not realize that he was 
taking shares on which he might be incurring liability. Asa 
matter of justice the result is clearly satisfactory, though a 
comparison between the decision of the House of Lords and the 
carefully delivered judgments in the Oourt of Appeal, will pro- 
bably be found to induce some uncertainty as to the true prin- 
ciple upon which the application of the rule of estoppel 
depends. 








AS IN 1894. 


On the 12th of May, 1894, an innocent little paragraph appeared 
in this journal stating that “‘ at a conference between the Land 
Transfer Committee of the Incorporated Law Society and dele- 
gates from thirty-one provincial law societies, held on Wednes- 
day last, as to the course of action to be taken with reference to 
the Land Transfer Bill, a resolution was passed requesting the 
Council to continue their strenuous opposition to the Bill.” Some 
of our town, and many of our country, readers knew, as well as 
we knew, what lay underneath those words—viz., that a com- 
promise had been proposed at the conference, but had been 
defeated by an overwhelming majority. But we knew well 
enough that the compromise resolution would be lost, and we 
also knew the proposer well enough to be convinced that, when 
once the opinion of the profession had been expressed, he would 
accept it loyally, and fight just as strenuously as if he had been 
the proposer of the amendment, instead of the compromise reso- 
lution. So we said nothing about the matter. Our confidence 
was amply justified. The proposer oa the battle of the 
profession superbly, without a trace of doubt orirresolution, and 
the result of the action of himself and his coadjutors is to be 
seen in the ial concessions which have now been offered. 
Now let us ask ng ager been = if - —_ 
promise resolution in 1894 y, the land- 
owners of England would, we suppose, at this moment have 
been groaning under a system of land transfer which Mr. Laxe 
denounced in our columns last week as “ essentially defective 
and unworkable.” The Land Registry would huve been’ 
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extending its tentacles all over England, sucking up the profits 
of country solicitors and concentrating the business of land 
transfer in a vast Government Department. What, under 
these circumstances, would have been said by solicitors of the 
proposer of compromise ? 

A country correspondent, who is not aware that the Bill has 
been introduced, and that prints can be obtained for twopence- 
halfpenny (the osgger value of the Bill), writes to deprecate 
‘‘an irreconcilable attitude before anything is known of the 
contents of the Bill” ; but he adds the important information 
that: “ With regard to the principal question upon which the 
profession differ with the Land Registry officials [#.c., no doubt, 
wae’ there is very considerable unanimity amongst the 
provincial law societies, all of whom are well organized and 
propared to enter into the fray at a moment’s notice; but,” he 
says, ‘‘if any members of the profession are led to believe that 
our valued and trusted leader, in whom we have always relied 
with so much confidence, is half-hearted in the matter, we shall 
indeed be lost.’’ Not a bit of it, let us assure our esteemed 
correspondent. The attack is only temporary and is sure to pass 
off. There is no better fighter than Mr. Lake when once he can 
be got into the ring; but before he enters it he is apt to be 
seized with distressing symptoms—an abnormal weakness of 
the knees, deprecation, and what not. Stimulants have to be 
administered, in the shape of a resolution of representative 
solicitors. Then his ingrained loyalty to his profession asserts 
itself and overcomes every trace of hesitation. The present 
attack is rather a bad one, but we think our young sporting 
friends may put all their money on his getting through it all 
right. If the profession should decline to swallow compulsion 
powder hidden in jam, Mr. Laxe may, we believe, be relied on 
to do his best to get, at the very least, the further concessions 
as to compulsion, which in December last he advocated. 





THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


Lorp Hatspury’s latest Land Transfer Bill is considerably 
altered as compared with its immediate predecessor, Lord 
Herscuett’s Bill of 1895, and for the present we must confine 
ourselves to noticing generally in what the alterations consist, 
leaving the exact effect of them for future discussion. It will 
be interesting to quote in extenso the prefatory memorandum, in 
which the Lord Chancellor has explained the genesis and 
arrangement of the Bill: 

‘‘'This Bill is founded on the Bill of 1895, as ordered to be printed for 
the House of Commons on the 23rd of April in that year, with various 
alterations and additions. In framing these, the criticisms and sugges. 
tions laid before the Select Committee of the House of Commons of 1895 
have been carefully considered, and have for the most part been complied 
with. The compulsory clause has been modified, and has been placed at 
the end of the Bill, instead of at the beginning, as heretofore, in order to 
admit of the discussion and settlement of the other provisions of the Bill 
before dealing with that question ; and a scale of inclusive fees for com- 
pulsory districts, founded on statistics collected for the purpose, has 
been added, subject to the consent of the Treasury, in order to shew, as 
clearly as possible, the results of the system in to economy of cost. 
This being done, it seemed best to re-arrange the other clauses of the 
Bill by placing first, by themselves, the real representative clauses, which 
apply to all land, pot Mee: pu unregistered, and which form an inde- 
pendent piece of legislation; next, the general amendments of the Land 
Transfer Act, some of the less important of which have, for conciseness, 
been arranged in a schedule ; then the compulsory clause and insurance 
fund ; and finally, the ‘ miscellaneous.’ ”” 

The most interesting announcement is that the compulsory 
clause has been modified, but we do not propose to follow Lord 
Hatssury’s example and leave it in safe obscurity at the end of 
the Bill. It is well known that the whole object of the long 
succession of Land Transfer Bills is to enforce registration of 
title on landowners who have for years past shewn in the 
clearest manner that they do not want it—at least, in the only 
form in which the advocates of registration have thought pro- 
per to present it. At length it seems some tardy amendments 
are to be made in the system of registration under the Act of 
1875, but these are quite an after-thought of the Land : 

Office, and are simply meant to gild the pill of compulsion. 

in cdiielo- eanp senile: desirous of making their safe, 
thus fulfilling the which 

had ample time to do 
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so in the years the public have accorded to them a dignified 
leisure. The amendment of the system, however, was not 
thought of while there was a chance of obtaining compulsion 
without it, and though there is some evidence of a disposition 
on the part of the Registry Office to concede reasonable 
demands, yet compulsion is still the main object of the Bill. 


habe pr this we may be sure the Bill would not have been 
eard of. 

Let us then take the com clause from the place at the 
end of the Bill to which urY has relegated it, and 


discover wherein the modification of which he speaks consists. 
It is clause 19, and the first sub-section runs as follows : 

“Her Majesty the Queen may, by Order in Council, declare, as respects 
any [county pe ony of a county mentioned or] defined in the Order, that, 
on and after a day s ed in the Order, tion of title to land is to 
be compulsory on sale, and thereupon a shall not, under con- 
veyance on sale executed on or after the day so specified, poke the 
legal estate in any freehold land in the district so defined unless or until 
he is registered as proprietor of the land.”’ 

So far the only change, as compared with clause 1 of the 

revious Bill, is that the words in brackets have been substituted 
or the word “district.” Sub-sections (2), (3), and (4) are the 
same as before ; they define ‘‘ cgnveyance on sale,” require that 
the title under which a proprietor of land is regi must be 
at least a possessory title, and provide that an Order in Council 
may be revoked or varied. The modification is contained in sub- 
section (5), which reads as follows: 


** Provided that in the case of every order made under this section, except 


an order revoking or an r: 
(1) A draft of the posed order shall be communicated to the council 


of the county to which it is to ly, and notice thereof shall be inserted 
in the Gazette for not less than oe mente previously to its coming into 
°F) The pat Seid or mblic body within the t; at 
any time not less than aie tents before the order is * foam Fs 
operation, present a petition that the order may be amended, or not pro- 
Sees Se aero peng a a oe oe until the —_ 
nm con er Council, thereupon 
<a oe oa he ar think fit. ter ect 
roceedin, an roposed taken 
ime after the aba of this Act.” 7 a aw 

This, then, is the modification. It is obvious, on the face of it, 
that, for practical purposes, it is no modification at all. A 
county council is a very useful body doubtless, but there is a 
limit to the subjects which it can efficiently take up, and 
questions of conveyancing and registration of title are quite be- 
yond its sco But even if in a threatened county the county 
council could be induced to move, there is no guarantee that its 
action would be effectual. Having regard to the istence 
with which the Land Registry Office has sought to clothe itself 
with the powers of the clause, it is not to be anticipated that any 
paste objection Ling es saya by om in for’ preclioal 
compulsion. We repeat, therefore, that the clause is for 
purpose identical with the compulsory clause of the previous 

ill, and that Lord Hatssury’s so-called modification is a modi- 
fication only in name. 

The proper course would be for the Land Registry to intro- 
duce the amendments in the existing syetem of registrati o yee: 
posed by the Bill, and offer their ed s for the volun- 
tary acceptance of the public. They would thus shew them- 
selves capable of useful reform for the sake of reform. If 
registration is so good it ought to be quite ger wen to make it 
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sphere of operation of the compulsory clause, and his Bill will be | 
looked upon with much less misgiving. 

Part I. of the Bill, which deals with the establishment of a 
real representative, may be passed over without comment. It 

uces without substantial alteration the corresponding 
clauses of the Bill of 1895,-and it does not specially concern 
registration of title. It contains a useful reform which goes to 
the root of our real property law. As Lord Hatssury points 
out, it forms an independent piece of legislation, and it would 
have been more convenient to have introduced it in a separate 
Bill. If the House of Lords really cared about law reform it 
would be possible to add to the clauses their natural corollary, 
the abolition of the rule of primogeniture. The beneficial rights 
of the heir-at-law will not long survive the institution of a real 

tative. 

e amendments of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, are con- 
tained in Part II. New provisions are introduced with reference 
to the registration of the proprietor of settled land. Ordinarily, 
it seems, the tenant for life will be registered, subject to the 
entry on the register of such restrictions or inhibitions as may be 
required for the protection of other persons beneficially interested 
(clause 7). The indemnity clause (clause 8) is altered in three 
important points. An entry in ‘the register procured by fraud 
or mistake is not to have the effect of depriving any person of 
land; the right to indemnity is not to be forfeited by the 
default of an agent ; and the amount to be recovered by way of 
indemnity is no longer to be limited to the capital value of the 
land as last ascertained for the purpose of the insurance fee. 
Such a provision, indeed, has become impossible, for the Bill no 
longer proposes to charge an insurance fee, the fund for 
insurance being constituted out of the general fees of the 
Registry Office. It will be noticed that the first alteration does 
not protect the true owner as such, but only a person in posses- 
— It is not obvious why the clause has been drafted in this 
Clause 9 meets one of the chie? objections to the present 
practice of the Land Registry Office, by requiring the produc- 
tion of the land certificate on every dealing with land. At the 
same time the cumbersome provision for deposit certificates 
which was first introduced in the Bill of 1894 has been with- 
drawn. The provisions of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, relating 
to mortgages, are applied to registered charges (clause 10), and 
clause 11 introduces a provision for the foreclosure in the regis- 
try of charges not exceeding £500. Clause 14 abolishes the 
prohibition in section 83 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, of the 
registration of undivided shares, and the restriction on the 
number of co-proprietors, and repeals the provisions of the sec- 
tion relating to description and alteration of description of 
registered land. Registered land is to be described by means 
of the ordnance map, with such further verbal particulars as the 
applicant for registration may desire, and the registrar or the 
court approve, “‘ regard being had to ready identification of 
parcels, correct description of boundaries, and, as far as may be, 
uniformity of practice.’’ Under clause 16 land may be removed 
from the register, provided it is not situate in a district where 

istration is compulsory. A number of minor amendments to 
the Act of 1875 are contained in the first schedule to the Bill, 
and are made operative by clause 17. It should also be noticed 
that, under clause 13, a title to registered land can be gained 
by possession. 

Part II. contains the compulsory clause and a clause estab- 
lishing the insurance fund. Among the miscellaneous pro- 
visions of Part IV. the most important is the institution of a 
of a new rule-making authority. Rules under the Act of 1875, 
including rules for carrying the present measure into effect, will 
be made by the Lord Chancellor, with the advice and assistance 
of the registrar, a judge of the Chancery Division chosen by 
the ——- the division, and three persons chosen respectively 
by the Council, the Board of Agriculture, and the Council 

the Incorporated Law Society. 1t will thus be seen that the 
Bill meets a good many of the objections which have been made 
to registration under the Act of 1875. But the greater the 
number of defects thus admitted to exist, the greater is the 
reason for asking why Lord Hatssury cannot rely upon the 
voluntary adoption of an amended system without appealing to 
the final argument of compulsion. 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


LAND TRANSFER.—The Land Transfer Bill has been introduced by 
the Lord Chancellor and read a first time in the House of Lords. 

MARINE INSURANCE.—The Marine Insurance Bill has been, on the 
motion of Lord HERSCHELL, read a second time in the House of 
Lords. It is intended that it shall be referred to the Standing Com- 
mittee, and by them to a sub-committee for minute examination. 

Soxicitors’ RicHT oF AUDIENCE.—The County Courts (Rights of 
Audience) Bill has been introduced by Lord MacnaGHTEN and read a 
first time in the House of Lords. It provides that ‘‘in section 72 of 
the County Courts Act, 1888, the expression ‘a solicitor being a 
solicitor acting generally in the action or matter’ shall include any 
solicitor who is in the permanent and exclusive employment of the 
solicitor so acting, and who is instructed to appear in the action or 
matter by such last-mentioned solicitor.” The Bill is intended to get 
rid of the decision in Reg. v. Judge Snagge (42 W. R. 603), and to confer 
the right of audience in county courts on solicitors’ clerks who are 
themselves solicitors. 








REVIEWS. 


RULING CASES. 


Ruuine Cases. Arranged, Annotated, and Edited by RopEerr 
CAMPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law; Assisted by other Members 
of the Bar. With American Notes by Invinc BRowNE. VOL. 
X.: EASEMENT—EsTaTE. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 


This volume of Ruling Cases contains only a few titles, but they 
are titles of exceptional interest and importance. They include 
‘* Easement,” ‘‘ Election (the Equitable Doctrine of),” ‘‘ Equitable 
Title,” ‘‘ Escheat,’”’ and ‘‘ Estate,” and the cases under each are well 
chosen. The sub-title of ‘‘ Priorities,” for instance, under ‘‘ Equit- 
able Title,” gives the fundamental case of Dearle v. Hall (3 Russ. 1), 
with respect to notice of assignments, the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Northern Counties, d&c., Fire Insurance Co. v. Whipp (32 W. 
R. 626, 26 Ch. D. 482), explaining the law as to negligence in the 
custody of title-deeds, and the recent decision of the House of Lords 
in Taylor v. Russell (41 W. R. 43; 1892, A. C. 244) on the doctrine 
of tabula in naufragio. The note to Dearle v. Hall, however, hardly 
gives enough prominence to the discussion of the doctrine of notice 
by the House of Lords in the recent case of Ward v. Duncombe (42 
W. R. 59; 1893, A. C. 369), and it omits entirely to refer to the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Stephens v. Green (43 W. R. 465; 
1895, 2 Ch. 148) that, upon an assi ent of an interest under a 
derivative settlement, notice should be given to the trustees of this 
settlement, and not to the trustces of the original settlement. 
Among the notes to the cases under the head of ‘“ Estate’’ an 
interesting contribution has been made by Mr. Randall on contingent 
remainders, a subject which, though shorn of most of its practical 
importance by modern legislation, cannot be safely neglected by the 
student of real property law. The present volume, the editor an- 
nounces, is to be followed by an index of the work up to date, 
together with consolidated tables of cases and addenda. The index 
will indicate also the principal and subordinate titles under which 
the remaining topics will be treated. We congratulate Mr. Campbell 
and the publishers upon having reached a stage in the undertaking 
when the issue can be thus supplemented. 





TRUST INVESTMENTS. 


Tue StatTuToRY Trust INVESTMENT GUIDE. The Text by RicHaRD 
Marrack, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. The Particulars as to Invest- 
ments Eligible Compiled and Arranged by FREDERIC C. MaTHIE- 
son & Sons. Szconp Epirion. Effingham Wilson. 


A work of this kind is rendered essential by the present law as to 
trust investments, and by the numerous details as to the actual securities 
in the market’ which must be known before a security is selected in 
any particular case. The various available classes of investments are 
now enumerated in section 1 of the Trustee Act, 1893. Mr. Marrack 
in the text of the book supplements the descriptions given in the 
section, and adds an exposition of the principles which should guide 
trustees in making and retaining investments. In the latter respect 
the position of trustees has been greatly simplified by the Trustee 
Act, 1894, which saves a trustee from being liable for a breach of 
trust by reason only of continuing to hold an investment which has 
ceased to be authorized. A very useful feature of the book is Messrs. 
Mathieson & Sons’ list of securities which are prima facie eligible 
for trustees. This gives full details with respect to investments, in- 
cluding the range of prices in various years. The scheme of the book 


} is practical and it is well carried out. 
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JURISPRUDENCE, 


THEORIES AND CRITICISMS OF SiR Henry Marne. By Moraan O. 
EvANs, Barrister-at-Law, Advocate of the Supreme Court of the 
Cape of Good Hope. Stevens & Haynes. 


In this volume Mr. Evans, who was the holder of a senior student- 
ship under the Council of Legal Education obtained in 1890, has 
systematized the notes which he made when studying the works of 
Sir Henry Maine. For students with a similar task before them the 
compilation, which appears to have been carefully done, may be use- 
ful, though if they are well advised they will not let it take the 
place of their own analysis. Mr. Evans’ object is to save them the 
labour of reading those parts which are barren of theories that can be 
used for examination purposes. We can understand this treatment 
when applied to Austin, assuming that there are examiners who 
still wish to drag students through his tedious pages, but the essence 
of Maine’s work is its literary form, and even with an examination 
ahead the student will make a mistake who regards his writings as a 
mere vehicle for theories. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Models of Bills of Costs in the House of Lords, Court of Appeal, 
Common Law, Chancery, Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divisions 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, and in the Lord Mayor’s Court 
and the County Court; Scales and Precedents of Conveyancing Costs, 
and Digest of Cases decided under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act ; 
and Costs of obtaining Probate and Letters of Administration, and 
passing Residuary and Succession Accounts; and the Finance Act, 
1894; together with Forms of Affidavits of Increase and Objections 
to Taxation; also the Allowances and Court Fees in the Various 
Courts. Fourth Edition. Revised, Enlarged, and Corrected by 
J. F. C. Bennett, Solicitor of the Supreme Court. Waterlow, 
Brothers, & Layton (Limited). 

Domesday Book and Beyond : Three Essays in the Early History of 
England. By FREpDERIC Witu1AM MartTianpd, LL.D., Downing 
Professor of the Laws of England in the University of Cambridge, 
Barrister-at-Law. Cambridge: At the University Press. 


Selden Society. Select Cases in Chancery, A.D. 1364-1471. 
Edited for the Selden Society by Wirt1am PALEY BAILpon. 
Bernard Quaritch. 

Life Assurance Explained. By Wititam ScHoonine. Cassell & 
Co. (Limited). 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—What a grievous disappointment to the profession this Bill, 
as issued, must be; and what an extraordinary thing it is that some 
London members of our Council apparently wish solicitors to be 
friendly to it! It is nothing more nor less than an attempt to “‘jockey ” 
the Council. The Bill gives some things by way of concession, but 
compulsion stands out as naked as before, though the Bill tries to 
hide it and gloss it over. 

It may be said that the Bill only gives power to make registration 
compulsory over a limited area. This, however, can be extended as 
before by Order in Council, and what is to prevent such Order 
from scheduling the whole country straight off for compulsory regis- 
tration? The thanks of the whole profession are due to you, sir, for 
your recent articles. 

The danger is very imminent, and it behoves us all to rise like one 
man against the schemes of the Lord Chancellor. 

Should the Council of the Law Society shew any weakness at the 
present juncture, it will undoubtedly forfeit the respect of all country 
solicitors. 

The present Bill is more cunning than, b1t quite as bad in principle 
as, its predecessors. VIGILANS, 


THE COUNTY COURT RULES (MARCH), 1897. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 

Sir,—I think some strong protest should be entered against 
these rules, which come into force on the 25th of March, so far as 
they relate to commencing actions against defendants who reside out 
of the district of the court where the action is commenced. 

In order to obtain leave from the registrar to commence such an 
action, it will be necessary under these new rules to prove by a long and 
complicated affidavit (1) that such leave may be legally granted ; (2) 
that the balance of convenience is in favour of leave being granted. 

It will, further, be necessary, in every case where the defendant 


resides more than twenty miles from the court where the action is 


commenced, for the plaintiff to deposit a sufficient sum to cover the 


travelling and other of the defendant. 

It is a grave question whether the rule as to ‘ balance of con- 
venience ”’ Sohes taken into consideration in granting leave is not 
altogether ultra vires, as the Act of Parliament does not contemplate 
anything of the sort. A from this altogether, these rules appear 
to have two results: (1) To throw obstacles in the way of the mer- 
cantile community and others in recovering their ; (2) to 
greatly embarrass and unn ily increase the work, without 
adding to the remuneration, of solicitors who practise in county 
courts. 

The great majority of actions commenced in county courts are 
undefended ; and why should attempts be made to compel a plaintiff 
who carries on business in some mercantile city to sue his 
customers in the various courts all over England where they reside, 
instead of in the court within the jurisdiction of which he carries on 
business, and where he is, as a matter of law, entitled to have his debt 
paid to him ? hi ; 

It is bad ———- that a creditor should have to the regis- 
trar that the ‘‘ balance of convenience” is in favour of his suing in 
the court where he carries on business, but that, after succeeding in 
doing this, he should be called upon to pay, in addition to heavy 
court fees, a deposit which will in many instances equal or exceed 
the amount of the debt, seems to me unjust and unjustifiable. 

The policy of these rules is, apparently, to defeat the object for 
which county courts exist, by rendering it both difficult and expensive 
for plaintiffs to commence county court actions, and this without 
rendering any benefit to defendants, who will, in most cases, have to 
pay the travelling expenses of the plaintiff and his witnesses in addi- 
tion to the costs they have now ordinarily to pay. _ : 

I hope that as soon as commercial firms and solicitors realize the 
disadvantages to which they will be subjected by these rules, they 
will at once join in taking steps with a view of getting them re- 
pealed. CHaARLEs Epw. BARRY. 

50, Broad-street, Bristol, Feb. 24. 





SETTLEMENT ESTATE DUTY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I read with interest the views of your correspondents and 
your editorial observations on the liability to settlement estate duty 
of property contingently settled, to be found at pp. 44, 59, 74, 79, 
122, and 125 of your journal, and I refer in particular to your 
observation at p. 74, that it is a case of haréship, and should be 
amended by legislative provision that where property passing on 
death is settled contingently, a estate duty ehould not be 
payable until the contingency happens. : ; 

But I venture to think that, although the official practice follows 
the opinion of the law officers of the Crown, it may be founded in 
error and upon a mistaken construction of the Finance Act, as it is 
contrary to the common sense of the matter, and fo to the 
scheme of the Bill as outlined by the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
his speech of the 16th of April, 1894. The reason of the additional 
impost of 1 per cent. for settlement estate duty was merely to recoup 
the loss that would otherwise have arisen to the revenue by the 
exemption from payment of estate duty until the death of a person 
competent to dispose of the property, and it is manifest there could 
be no such loss unless and until the pr became vested in 
possession in a tenant for life, and un’ no such additional 
impost would on that account be justifiable. : 

e property liable to settlement estate duty, as provided by the 
5th section, is that in ae of which estate duty is leviable, which 
is settled by the will of the deceased, or having been settled by 
some other disposition, passed under that disposition on the death of 
the deceased ; and property passing on the death, as defined by sec- 
tion 22 (1) (b) “includes property passing either imm y on 
the death or after any interval, either certainl or contingently, and 
either originally or by way of substitutive limi tation, and the expres- 
sion on the death includes a period ascertainable only by reference 


me rg AGEN may therefore be 
erty, whether in possession or ex ’ 

chargeable with precen “2 agg but it not follow that 
property in to charged as property in  eageepicn 
or Gat pooperty wiles Se regards estate duty is not 
Ss eeecenay ee settlement under which it would 
be liable to settlement estate duty in the event of its falling into 


4 . J 
with 
recognize the distinction, and the 7th section of the Finance Act also 
provides that the principal value of an ern is portion 
of an estate ‘‘ shall be the price which, in the | n of the Com- 
arma mad aie TS eect of the Teh section (6) (b) is that if the 
, - " 
patted would fall into pos- 





event should not — on which. the interest 
session no duty would be payable, and on the same principle it may 
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be asked why settlement estate duty should be levied in respect of an 
interest in property which is contingently settled as if it were pro- 
perty vested and in possession ? 

In the application of this section it is therefore necessary to dis- 
criminate what is the subject-matter of the charge. It is merely the 
settled property which is liable to settlement estate duty, and the 
settled property at the death of the deceased is not the property 
the contingent reversionary interest in which may become an estate 
in possession, but the contingent reversionary interest itself in the 
pecperty which may or may not on a future and uncertain event 

me an estate in possession. If, however, the event should hap- 
pen upon which the property will fall into the possession of the 
trustee for a tenant for life not competent to dispose of it, there 
would then be settled property to pass under the disposition, not 
indeed certainly and immediately on the death, but in terms of the 
definition quoted, contingently and after an interval ; and settlement 
estate duty would thereupon become payable upon the net amount 
passing into the settlement as then ascertained or on the net value of 
the property if it were real estate. 

@ provision contained in the Finance Act, s. 6 (4), and section 
19 (2) of the amending Act, for the collection of the duty within six 
months after the death is manifestly inapplicable to property which 
is in expectancy. WILLIAM WILSON, 
45, Dame-street, Dublin, Feb. 18. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


LAMOND v. BICHARD AND THE. GORDON HOTELS (LIM.). No. 1. 
22nd Feb. 


InnKEEPER—Dvty to Proving AccomMopATION—TRAVELLER—RIGHT TO 
ReMAIN IN INN. 


Appeal from the judgment of the Queen’s Bench Division affirming the 
judgment of the Brighton County Court judge in favour of the defen- 
dants: reported ante, p. 227. The action was brought against the 
manager and Pion of the Hotel Métropole at Brighton to recover 
d for unlawfully expelling the plaintiff from the hotel. The 
plaintiff went to the hotel in November, 1895, and remained there until 
the 3lst of August, 1896, when the defendants refused to re-admit her on 
her return from a walk. The defendants had given the plaintiff reason- 
able notice to quit. It was admitted that there was sufficient accommoda- 
tion in the hotel for the plaintiff, and that she had always paid her bill. 
The county court judge found as a fact that there was nothing in the 
conduct of the plaintiff to justify the defendants in refusing to re-admit 
her, but he held that she had, by reason of the length of her stay and the 
fact that she expressed her intention of remaining there till the hotel was 
burnt down, ceased to be a “‘ traveller,’’ and that the defendants were under 
no obligation to allow her to remain after reasonable notice to quit. He 
accordingly gave judgment for the defendants. The Divisional Court 
affirmed this judgment. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Esuzr, M.R., Lopes and Currry, L.JJ.) dismissed the 


"Ea 
Esner, M.R., said that the county court judge came to the con- 
clusion that the hotel was one which held itself out to the public as 
to accommodate travellers. In his lordship’s opinion that was a 
question of fact in each case depending upon the character of the hotel 
and the intention with which it carried on its business. It did not follow 
from this finding that other great hotels laid themselves out as willing to 
receive travellers, and he thought that it would be open to the courts in 
any future case to hold that such great hotels did not so hold themselves 
out. The county court judge had also found that the plaintiff was 
received into an hotel as a traveller, and that, in his opinion, was also a 
a of fact. They must take it that she went there as a traveller. 
hen came the question, Could it be said as a matter of law that a 
person who went to an hotel as a traveller remained there us a traveller 
for ever? A person who went to an hotel to stay there, not meaning to 
go on his travels, would not after that be looked upon by ordinary people 
asa traveller. It seemed to him again to be a question of fact whether a 
person had ceased to be a traveller. Mere length of stay was not con- 
clusive. A person, stopping at an inn upon his travels, might become ill 
and have to remain there a long time during his illness, and yet would 
remain a traveller, as he intended all the time to continue his travels. 
But length of time was one of the circumstances to be taken into account. 
Therefore if a person stayed at en hotel a length of time wholly incon- 
sistent with his being a traveller, the judge could act upon that. Here 
the plaintiff said that she was going to stay at the hoiel until it was 
burnt down, which meant that she intended to stay there as long as she 
chore. That was evidence upon which the judge could properly find that 
the plaintiff had ceased to be a traveller. If that was a question of fact, 
there was no appeal. But he desired to cay that the evidence clearly 
shewed that the plaintiff was no longer a traveller. The custom of 
England did not apply to such a case, and the relationship under that 
custom came toanend. That being so the rights of the defendants as 
the plaintiff founded upon that custom ceased, as well as the rights of 


—— against the defendants. The judgment, therefore, was quite 
fe 
Lorzs, L.J., concurred. The law of England conferred exceptional 








privileges and exceptional liabilities upon innkeepers, but only as regards 
travellers. Was the plaintiff here still a traveller? That was a question 
of fact, upon which no appeal lay. But he did not desire to rest his 
judgment upon that technical ground, but upon the larger ground that 
the judge was quite right in coming to the conclusion that the plaintiff 
had ceased to be a traveller, and that the defendants could give her rea- 
sonable notice to quit. 

Currry, L.J., concurred. The action was founded entirely upon the 
liability imposed upon innkeepers by the common law of England, and 
not upon any implied contract. The judge had found that the plaintiff 
had ceased to be a traveller or wayfarer, and had become a boarder. If 
that was a question of fact, there was no more to be said about it. The 
plaintiff's counsel tried to treat it as a question of law, and their conten- 
tion came to this, that a person who came to an inn asa traveller remained 
there always as a traveller. There was no authority in support of such a 
proposition. It seemed to him to be a question of fact when a person 
ceased to be a traveller and becamea boarder. Upon the facts here the 
judge was justified in coming to the conclusion he did. The length of 
stay was a fact for the judge to consider. The argument came to this, 
that the plaintiff was entitled to remain at the hotel as long as she 
pleased, provided she paid her bill and conducted herself properly, and 
was entitled to leave when she pleased, but the landlord would be bound 
to keep her as long as she chose to stop. Such a one-sided state of 
things could not be.—Counsz1, Carson, Q.C., and P. Rose-Innes ; Asquith, 
Q.C., and 8S. H. Day. Soxscrrons, N. C. Campbell; Stanley, Woodhouse, § 
Hedderwick. 

|Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 

ae HILL v. HILL. No. 1. 19th Feb. 

Trust—PrecaToRY—Girt—Worps or Request—Rvu1E 
PETUITIES. 


Appeal from the judgment of Collins, J., in favour of the defendant at 
the trial of the action withouta jury. The action was by Viscount Hill, 
who was the fourth viscount and was born in 1863, to recover possession 
of certain family jewels—namely, a diamond necklace, pendant, and 
earrings—from the Dowager Viscountess Hill, the stepmother of the 
plaintiff, and widow of the third viscount. It appeared that the Dowager 
Ann Viscountess Hill, widow of the second Viscount Hill, was married in 
1831, when she was sixteen, and these jewels were given to her on her 
marriage by Mrs. Hill, her mother-in-law, whose son was then heir- 
presumptive to the title. In 1890 the Dowager Viscountess Ann sent a 
document to her solicitor, in which she stated: ‘‘ When I married she 
(Mrs. Hill) gave them (the jewels) to me for my life, with the request 
that at my death they might be left as heirlooms.’”’ In 1891 the Dowager 
Viscountess Ann died, and by her will, made in that year, she left the 
jewels in question to the plaintiff's father, the third viscount (who died 
in 1895) for life, and after his death ‘‘ to each and every of the persons who 
shall in turn succeed to the title and dignity of Viscount Hill severally 
and successively as they shall in turn succeed to such title and dignity.’ 
The ection was tried at Warwick before Collins, J., without a jury, 
when the learned judge held that the document of 1890 shewed that the 
jewels were settled by Mra. Hill by parol by way of trust in 1831, and 
that the Dowager Viscountess Ann had only a life interest and could not 
dispose of them by will; and further, that under the rule against per- 
petuities the third viscount took the jewels absolutely and that he gave 
them to his wife, the present defendant. and that, therefore, she was 
entitled to them. He accordingly gave judgment forthe defendant. The 
plaintiff appealed. 

Tur Cover (Lord Esuer, M.R., Lorzs and Carrry, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. 

a Esner, M.R., said that he had read the judgments about 
to be delivered by the Lords Justices, and he entirely agreed with them. 

Lorgs, L.J., read the following judgment: This case depends upon the 
construction of a letter or memorandum, which is admissible in evidence 
as being a declaration against the interest of the person making it. This 
document was sent by the Dowager Ann Viscountess Hill to her solicitor 
in 1890, and appears to be a statement by her as to what was said to her 
by her mother-in-law, Mrs. Hill, on the occasion of her marriage with 
Rowland, the second viscount, in 1831. The Dowager Ann died in 1891, 
leaving a will which was made a short time before her death, and by 
which she bequeathed the diamonds to her son, Rowland Clegg Hill, the 
third viscount, until his death, and after his death to each and every 
person who should succeed to the dignity severally and successively as they 
should in turn succeed to it, her intention being that the diamonds should 
descend as heirlooms so faras the rules of law and equity would permit. 
Her son, the third viscount, survived her, and died in 1895. @ was 
succeeded by his son, the fourth viscount. who was born in 1863 (in the 
lifetime of the testatrix) and is the plaintiff in this action. The defend- 
ant is the second wife of the third Viscount Hill, who claims these 
diamonds asa gift from him, he having, as she contends, power to dispose 
of them as he thought fit. The learned judge in the court below says: 
**T have reluctantly arrived at the conclusion that there has been a gift 
not absolute to Ann Clegg, but a gift for life only with a trust, a pre- 
catory trust, that she shall by her will, as far as possible, absolutely 
constitute these things as heirlooms to go with the title.’”’ I cannot 
agree with the learned judge. The two questions to be considered seem 
to me to be—first, had the Dowager Ann any power to dispose of these 
diamonds, or were they subject to a precatory trust; and secondly, if she 
had an absolute power to dispose of them, and they were not 
subject to a precatory trust, is there anything in the disposition 
she has made of them by her will which the 
rule against perpetuities. It must be conceded that, if there 
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is no precatory trust, the property in these diamonds vested | council, which used those portions were from 
absolutely in the Dowager Ann, and that she had power to deal with | rating. county council were dpe | at the full = the 
them as she has done, provided the rules against perpetuities are not | premises, but an apportionment was made. Some day they t have to 


violated. Is there a precatory trust created by the document in question ? | 


Whether a — trust can be created by word of mouth or by any- 
thing less than a will, it is unnecessary to consider, because I do not 
think that the words used here, even if occurring in a will, would create 


such a trust. The doctrine of precatory trusts is a creature of equity by | perso 


whose aid the intentions of testators, in my judgment, have too er 
been defeated. I agree with James, L J., in Lambe v. Eames (19 W. KR. 
659, L. R. 6 Ch. 597), when he says: ** In hearing case after case cited I 
could not help feeling that the officious kindness of the Court of 

in interposing trusts where in many cases the father of the family never 
meant to create trusts, must have been a very cruel kindness indeed.’’ 
It is inconceivable to me that a testator, who really meant his hope, 
recommendation, confidence, or request to be imperative, should not 
express his intention in a mandatory form. I agree with Mr. Farwell in 
his book on ‘* Powers,” when he says, at p. 480: ‘‘It would not bea 
very strained inference to regard all such expressions as stating the 
motive that induced the absolute gift rather than a fetter imposed — 
it.’ As the authorities now stand, if the gift to the Countess Ann 
been absolute it would have been impossibie to hold that the subsequent 
words created a precatory trust. The difficulty here, if there is any, is 
the words ‘‘ for my life’’ and ‘‘at my death they wight be left.”’ It is 
in every case a guestion of intention, and the whole document with the 
surrounding cir¢umstances must be considered. Cotton, L.J., in Re Adams 
and Kensington Vestry (32 W. R. 883, 27 Oh. D. 410), says: ‘‘ Having 
regard to the later decisions, we must not extend the old cases in any 
way or rely upon the mere use of any words, but, considering 
all the words which are used, we have to see what is their true effect and 
what was the intention of the testator as expressed in his will.’”” Adopt- 
ing that view, I come to the conclusion that it was never intended to 
fetter the disposition of the diamonds by the Countess Ann, and that 
they were given absolutely to her, but that a wish was expressed that 
after using them for her life she should by will dispose of them so that 
they should follow the title, not intending to govern the discretion of the 
person whom she was addressing, but indicating only what would be, in 
her opinion, a reasonable exercise of that discretion. The reference to 
the will of the Countess Ann by which she is asked to dispose of the 
diamonds after her death indicates a discretion reposed in her. Another 
objection might be taken to the precatory trust—viz., that the object of 
it, signified only by the word “‘ heirlooms,”’ is too uncertain to make such 
& trust maintainable. If I am right in my view of the precatory trust, 
then the Countess Ann had power to dispose of the diamonds by her will, 
and in the events which have happened the rule against perpetuities is 
not transgressed, because the plaintiff was born in the lifetime of the 
Countess Ann. This conclusion, it is satisfactory to think, gives effect to 
what was obviously the intention—viz., that these diamonds should 
accompany the title. The appeal must be allowed. 

Curry, L.J., read a judgment to the same effect.—Counset, Cozens- 
Hardy, Q.C., Jeif, Q.C., and H. J. Rowlands ; Warmington, Q.C., and 
Arthur Powell. Soxtcrrors, Stibbard, Gibson, ¢ Co., for Rowlands § Co., 
Birmingham ; Dunkerton § Son, for Picton, Jones, § Roberts, Pwllheli. 

[Reported by W. F. Banny, Barrister-at-Law.! 


WORCESTERSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL (Appellants) v. ASSESSMENT 
COMMITTEE OF WORCESTER UNION (Respondents). No. 1. 16th 
Feb. 

Poor-Rats—Rartganmitry—County Buriprves—Occuration Bx Cotnty 

Covunct.—JoINnT USER BY JUSTICES. 


Appeal from the judgment of the Queen’s Bench Division (Wright and 
Bruce, JJ.) upon a case stated under 12 & 13 Vict. c. 45,8. 11, on appeal 
to quarter sessions against an assessment to the relief of the . 
Under 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. xiviii., the justices of the peace for the county of 
Worcester purchased property in the city of Worcester for the purpose of 
erecting thereon a county hall, courts of justice, offices, and jadges’ 
lodgings. The buildings, when erected, were known as the Shire Hall. 
Tt was held in 1839 (Reg. v. Justices of Worcestershire, 11 A. & E. 57) that 
the justices were not liable to poor-rate for the premises. By section 64 
of the Local Government Act, 1888, the Shire became vested in the 
appellants. In April, 1896, the appellants were assessed to the poor-rate 
in respect of certain portions of the Shire Hall as the owners and occu- 
piers. Those portions comprised the council chamber, which was used for 
meetings of the county council, and also for holding a second court of 

uarter sessions, and for other judicial purposes; the offices used by the 
clerk of the peace, who was ex officio clerk of the county council, for both 
the judicial business of quarter sessions and the administrative business of 
the county council ; and a hall and certain other rooms which were used 
as waiting rooms for witnesses and the public at assizes and quarter 
sessions, and at other times for county council —. The premises 
Were assessed in so far as they were used for inistrative as distin- 
guished from judicial purposes; and it was agreed that, if the 
or any part of them were liable to be rated, the amounts at which they 
were rated and the apportionments were to stand. The question for the 
court was whethr the appellants were liable to be rated in respect of the 
above premises or any part thereof. The Divisional Court, upon the 
authority of Middlesex County Council v. St. George's Union (1897, 1 Q. B. 
64), held that the appellants were liable to be rated. 

Tux Cover (Lord Esuze, M.R., Lorzs and Currry, L.JJ.) dismissed the 


a . 
rd Esuer, M.R., said that it was that, because the portions 


aseessed were sometimes used by justices judicial purposes, the county . 





principle : “Any property which is in the occupation of the Crown, or of 


ES 
shewed tbat buildings and for public purposes were rate- 
able unless they were the Crown or by persons for Orown 
urposes. In his opinion Salles sence ke used exclusively by the 
wn or by persons for Crown purposes in order to be exempt from 
rating. 
Curry, L J., concurred, upon the that the principle laid down 


ground 
in Greig v. University of Edinburgh covered the case.—Counsun, Alfred 
Young and C.F. Vachell ; Q.C,, and 2. Harington. Soxtcrrors, 
Clarke § Blundell, for 8. Thornely, Worcester; G. Aasteli Hall, for A..W. 
Knott, Worcester. 
[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.)} 


THE GUARDIANS OF THE WEST DERBY UNION v. THE METRO- 
POLITAN LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. No. 2. 20th Feb. 


Contract—Loan ror Fixep Pertop Repayanie ny Iwstatments—Impimep 
A.LTgraTion oF Contract py Act or Pariiamentr—Pocr Law Loans 
Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vier. c. 11), s. 2. 


This case raised a question of very great importance to persons who 
have advanced money to poor law guardians upon the terms that such loans 
should be repayable by instalments extending over a fixed period of years, 
such instalments rene ony er gets Ti interest at a 
rate fixed by the contract of loan, the q' being whether by virtue of 
section 2 of the Poor Law Loans Act, 1871, the guardians are entitled to 
pay off such loans at eae they may be able to reborrow the 
money at a lower rate of interest. The West Derby Guardians, in 1875, 
borrowed £30,000 from the Life Assurance Society, at 4 
per cent. interest, on the terms that the loan should be repaid by eq 
instalments, each consisting of ge oy and interest, extending o 
thirty years. In September, 1895, guardians, 
notice to the lenders, obtained from the Local Government 
ae Santos ciah ettan on of the loan and to borrow money 
for that purpose, the object guardians being to obtain the money 
at a lower rate of interest—that is, 3 cent. instead of 
Having obtained this order the six 
upon the lenders of their intention to pay off the unpsid balance of the 


i 


fs 


ment. North, J., held that the guardians were eo entitled, 
Sat eh Se Section 2 of the Poor Law 
me i a the co of w 

enacts that: ‘‘If any guardians or managers, having borrowed or here- 
after borrowing money under the authority of the Acts referred to, shall 
be able at any time to obtain a loan at a lower rate of interest than that 


the repayment of this additional 
outstanding at the time when the 

vided that in the event of any loan outstanding at the time of the 
of this Act, no such redemp shall take place withont the 
the person or persons to whom the loan a 


the consent of the lenders, - 
principal and interest.’’ The Local Government Board has since been 
substituted for the Poor Law Board. 

The ——~ of Tue Cover (Linpiey and Ricsy, L.JJ.) allowed the 


appeal, A. L. ony dissenting. 
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interest to do so. The bargain, therefore, if it really is as the guardians | 


contend, is a very one-sided one, and one which lenders would not make 
without raising the terms on which they would otherwise be willing to 
lend. However, I agree that, if the Legislature has imposed upon the 
lenders the obligation of accepting their money upon terms not expressed 
in their security, they must accept it upon those terms, whether they 
consider them harsh or unfair or not. They should have thought of that 
before they lent their money. But, unless the Legislature has clearly 
imposed such an obligation upon them, they may well complain of the 
a re and unfairness of such a departure from the plain language in 
which their contract and security are expressed. Before examining the 
Act to which I have referred, I pause to ask, What must be found in it to 
confer upon the guardians the right to pay off a mortgage on terms other 
that those expressed in it? A power to borrow in order to pay off is by 
no means enough, for such a power imposes no obligations, either on 
persons to lend or on lenders to be redeemed. Such a power assumes 
that persons can be found willing to lend, and also that lenders are 
willing, or have agreed, to be redeemed as desired. What has to be found 
in order to support the contention of the guardians is some enactment 
imposing upon the lenders an obligation to take the principal due to them 
| ag other terms than those mentioned in their express contract. Unless 
obligation is clearly imposed upon them by the Legislature, it cannot 

be im at all. To impose such an obligation by an inference 
from guage which does not clearly impose it appears to me 
to be wrong in principle, unless tbe inference is what is called a 
necessary inference—i.c., unless the language relied upon can have no 
other meaning. [His lordship read section 2.] Now, apart from any 
inference drawn from this proviso, there is nothing whatever to impose 
any obligation on lenders of money to guardians to accept repayment 
otherwise than upon the terms mentioned in their securities. The section 
simply extends the powers of guardians to borrow. Such a power was 
wanted, for, even if lenders agreed that they would accept or were 
willing to accept payment otherwise than by instalments, the guardians 
had no power to borrow money in order to pay them off. It is to be 
observed that the application to the Poor Law Board for powers to redeem 
and borrow for the purpose is made without notice to the lenders, who are 
not consulted or heard by the Board. ‘The Act does not protect them in 
any way, not even by requiring six months’ or other reasonable notice so 
as to give them time to find another investment. Further, if an order is 
obtained from the Board, all that Act says is that the guardians may 
borrow the money necessary to redeem and charge it on the fund charged 
by the original loan. All this merely extends their powers; no right to 
pay off the lenders against their consent, and on terms not expressed in 
their contracts, is conferred on the guardians. No obligation whatever is 
imposed on the lenders by the enacting part of the section. I pass to the 
proviso. It is in terms confined to loans made before the Act passed, and 
1s clearly inserted to protect the persons to whom such loans may be 
owing from being paid <ff without their consent by means of money 
borrowed under the powers of the Act. This is what the proviso says, 
and this is all it says. It says nothing about loans made since the Act. 
It is contended that the necessary inference is that such loans can be paid 
off without the consent of the persons to whom they are owing, and 
although there is nothing in their securities to compel them to take their 
money otherwise than by instalments. I am quite unable to see the 
necessity for drawing any such inference. The proviso is consistent with 
other views, from which no such inference can be drawn. In the first 
lace, it may have been inserted, not because it was plain that the enact- 
te part of the section did apply to loans made before the Act, but 
because persons who were regarding the interests of the owners 
of such loans were afraid that such a construction might be adopted, 
and thought it prudent to remove all doubt upon the point 
by introducing language the meaning of which could not be 
mistaken. Another explanation was suggested by counsel for the appel- 
lants—viz., that the proviso was inserted in order to prevent the powers of 
the Act from being used to pay off lenders who had agreed before 
1871 to accept payment out of any moneys which the borrowers might 
happen to have applicabie to the purpose of paying off loans, but which 
moneys could not before 1871 have been obtained by borrowing for that 
purpose. This explanation of the clause may be correct. The form of 
security given in the Union Loans Act, 1869, to which I shall again refer 
presently, shews that redemption otherwise than by yearly instalments 
was contemplated, and I suppose that such redemptions did in fact 
occasionally take place, but, of course, only with the consent of the 
lenders. Ido not know whether before the Act of 1871 loans were in 
practice expressly made redeemable otherwise than by instalments; but, 
whether they were or were not, they might have been, and I cannot 
therefore reject this explanation of the proviso as wholly unworthy of 
cousideration. It would have the effect suggested in the cases supposed, 
if any such there were. The anxiety of the Legislature not to affect the 
rights of the owners of loans made before 1871 is apparent, not only from 
the proviso in section 2, but from sections 1 and 3 also. But section 3 
also shows that the Legielature left the borrowers and lenders to make 
their own ns after the Act passed, and did not intend to interfere 
with those bargains without the consent of the lenders. This section 
enables loans to be repaid by half-yearly instalments, instead of by 
annual instalments as under the previous Poor Law Loansenactments. But 
this section 3, which applies to loans made after 1871 as well as to loans 
made before, expressly says that such half-yearly repayments are to 
be made with the consent of the lenders. Now, it seems to me ble 
that such a small alteration as this in the ress terms of a written 


exp! 
contract can only be made with consent, and yet that the lenders shall be 
liable to be paid off at any moment without notice, although no bargain 
to that effect is to be found in the security given to them. Again, 








it is to be observed that the form of security given by the Union 
Loans Act of 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 45), s. 6, is left as it was, 
and the proviso in that form would hardly have been continued 
without alteration if the Act of 1871 had (as contended) 
made it part of every bargain that the guardians should 
be at liberty to pay off the loan at any time, if they could 
obtain money for the purpose. The proviso is that nothjng contained in 
the charge pe Boo to the lenders shall prevent them from receiving repay- 
ment of the loan before the day of payment of the last instalment, if 
willing so todo. With such a clause still in the form the court is asked 
to hold that it is also part of the bargain that the lenders must accept 
payment before the time stipulated, although, in fact, they never in terms 
agreed todo so. The Legislature in 1871 evidently desired to extend the 
powers of guardians in the interests of the ratepayers, and this has been 
very effectually done, however the Act of 1871 isconstrued. But I can 
see nothing in the Act to prevent guardians after the Act from borrowing 
on such terms as they, in the interest of the ratepayers, think proper to 
agree to. The effect of the construction of the statute contended for by 
the guardians is to place upon them a fetter which must seriously affect 
their powers of borrowing. If that construction is right—if the statute 
incorporates as part of every contract of loan to guardians such a condition 
as they contend it does—it will follow that they can only borrow upon 
condition that they shall be at liberty to pay off the principal sum 
borrowed whenever they can advantageously borrow money elsewhere to 
enable tt.em todo so. Such a fetter would go far to prevent the guardians 
irom effecting loans on the most advantageous terms they could otherwise 
obtain at the time when they wanted money. I can find nothing in the 
Act to fetter the guardians in this way. Looking at the matter from the 
lenders’ point of view, [ can find nothing in the Act which expressly or b 
necessary inference requires the court to hold that, if guardians thi 
proper to borrow money on the express terms of paying a fixed rate of 
interest, and of paying off the loan by instalments, they can neverthe- 
less require the lenders to take back the unpaid principal at any moment, 
and without previous notice. If the Legislature really meant that all 
loans to guardians made after 1871 should be subject to such a conditicn, 
all I can say is that they have not said so, and I cannot myself infer from 
the language used a direction that, for the future, the borrowing powers 
conferred by the Act can only be exercised for the purpose of making 
such very one-sided bargains. In my opinion, the decision of North, J., 
is erroneous, and the appeal ought to be allowed.—Covunsnz., Sir R. T. 
Reid, Q.0., and Danckwerts ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., Swinfen Eady, Q.O., R. 
J. Parker, and W. E. Cleaver. Soxicrrons, Travers, Smith, Braithwaite, ¢ 
Robinson ; Sharpe, Parker, ¢ Co. 

[Reported by W. Scorr Tuomrsox, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re COSIER. HUMPHREYS v. GADSDEN. No. 2. 16th Feb. 
Wiutir—Constrvuction—Horcurot Ciavse. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Chitty, J. The question was one 
of great importance, involving the true construction of a hotchpot clause 
in common form. It was stated that there were no decided cases on the 
point. The testator, Rober: Arnold Cosier, on the marriage of his son, 
Robert Watson Cosier, ir. 1885, covenanted with the trustees of the son’s 
settlement to pay to them within six months of his death a sum of £10,000, 
to be held upon trust for the son for his life, and after his death for his 
wife for her life, if she should survive him, with remainder for the children 
of the marriage, and in default of issue the ultimate trust was for the 
testator absolutely. By his will dated the 10th of November, 1886, the 
testator gave his residuary estate equally between his son, the said Robert 
Watson Cosier, and his daughter, Lucy Elizabeth Wheeler ; the daughter’s 
share being settled. The will contained the following proviso: ‘‘ Provided 
also and I declare that any and all sums of money, annuities, or annual 
sums aud property which I have already covenanted or agreed to give or 
which I may hereafter covenant or agree to give to or with any child of 
mine on his or her marriage shall, in default of any direction to the con- 
trary io writing under my hand, be taken in or towards satisfaction of the 
respective share of such child . . . and shall be brought into hotch- 
pot and accounted for accordingly.”” The testator died.on the 10th of 
December, 1886, and his will was duly proved by the executors therein 
named. After his death the executors of the testator paid a sum of 
£10,000 to the trustees of the son’s settlement, and divided the residue of 
the estate equally between the son and daughter, counting in such divi- 
sion the said sum of £10,000 as part of the son’s share in the division. 
Robert Watson Cosier died on the 23rd of June, 1894, leaving no issue 
and having appointed the plaintiffs in the action executors of his will. 
By reason of the failure of issue the defendants—the daughter, Mrs. 
Wheeler, and her children—claimed to be entitled (subject to the life 
interest of Mrs. Cosier) to one moiety of the said sum of £10,009 as part of 
the father’s estate. The plaintiffs claimed to be entitled to the whole of 
the sum (subject to the life interest) as executors of the will of Robert 
Watson Cosier. Chitty, J., held that the daughter was entitled to half 
the fund, subject to the life interest of the son’s widow. The plaintiffs 
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ew Court (Luvptey, A. L. Surrn, and Ricsy, L.JJ.) allowed the 


Lex, L.J.—Chitty, L.J., has decided in favour of the daughter’s 
contention. The learned judge says that the result is unexpected, but he 
has held it to be the result of the true construction of the hotchpot 

. I confess I cannot with him. The hotchpot clause is in 
the usual form, and whether it be looked at broadly without minutely 
criticising the words in which it is expressed, or narrowly with a minute 
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different from that arrived at by the learned judge. The object of every 
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hotchpot clause is simply to prevent a person to whom a testator has left 
a share of his estate, and who has been advanced in the testator's life- 
time, from obtaining by the combined effect of the bequest and the 
advance more of the testator’s property than the testator intended the 
legatee should have. But the effect of the order appealed from goes far 
beyond this; its effect is to deprive the son of £5,000, part of the one- 
f of what the father clearly intended the son to have, and to give that 
£5,000 to the daughter, in addition to the sum which puts her on an 
equality with her brother. A construction of a hotchpot clause which 
brings about such a result as that is, to say the least of it, bg A startling, 
and renders a close examination of the words in which it 
necessary before being driven to accept so very strange a result. I turn 
to the words, and I agree with the counsel for the respondents that they 
have to be applied to the £10,000 which the testator covenanted to pay 
to the trustees of the son’s marriage settlement upon the trusts thereby 
declared. Theultimate trust in default of children of the marriage was 
for the testator himself. The testator had a contingent reversionary 
interest in this sum, which he could dispose of by his wili and leave to 
his son if he chose. Having given one-half ot his residuary estate, 
including this reversion, to his son, the testator says this sum of £10,000 
is to be taken in or towards satisfaction of the share of the son under the 
will, and shall be brought into hotchpot and accounted for accordingly. I 
use to enquire who is to take this sum? Who is to b it 
into hotchpot, and who is to account for it? The answer can only be, 
the eon; it cannot be the trustees, for they are creditors, they take nothing 
under the will, and are not in a position to take the £10,000 in satisfac- 
tion of anything under the will, nor to bring that sum into hotchpot and 
account for it accordingly. But if a testator having an interest in a sum 
of money directs a legatee of a share of residue to take that sum on 
account of such share, and the legatee does so, as the son did here, the 
whole sum is taken out of the testator’s estate; and, so far as the testator 
is concerned, that sum ceases to be part of his estate, and becomes part 
of what is given to the son. The sum so given is no longer the testator’s, 
and can only come back to him by gift or purchase from the son. It 
was contended that this is to render a en clause operative as a gift, 
which is not its function. But this is only a half truth, and is v 
misleading. A hotchpot clause in a will has always to be construed wi 
some other clause, which is a clause of gift, and the question always is, 
what is the true effect of the clause of gift and of the hotchpot clause 
whica has to be construed with it. The combined effect of the two clauses 
is always, so far as I know, to pass to the legatee of what is given the 
testator’s interest, if any, in what is to be brought into hotchpot. Take 
the very common case put by my brother Rigby in the course of the 
ent. Supposea father lends his son £1,000, and then bequeaths to 
him a share of his residuary estate and directs the £1,000 to be brought 
into hotchpot, What is this but a gift to the son of the £1,000 as part 
of the share given tothe son? It was also urged that the hotchpot clause 
is only a direction to bring into account, a direction as to how the 
accounts are to be made up by the executors or trustees of the will. But 
accounts are of no use except so far as they yep realities ; and the 
reality to be represented is that the whole £10,000 is given by the testator 
to the son as of his share of the residuary estate. What is so given 
includes all that the testator could give—i.e., the whole of his contingent 
reversionary interest in the sum ia question. If the trustees of the will 
had not deducted the whole £10,000 from the son’s share when they 
divided the residue they would have paid him too much, and there would 
be a mistake to rectify. But, like business men, they Myf properly did 
deduct the whole sum from his share when they divided the ue, and 
as between the testator’s estate and the son the whole of the £10,000 
then became the son’s property, and he had nothing more to account for, 
and the ultimate trust in the settlement ceased to be a trust for the 
testator, and became by virtue of his will a trust for the son, his executors, 
administrators, or assigns. In my opinion the order a from is 
wrong, and must be discharged, and it must be that the 
plaintiffs, as executors of the son, are entitled to the £10,000, subject to 
the life interest of the son’s widow therein. The costs of the summons 
and of the appeal ought to be paid by the respondents, the Wheelers. 

A. L. Surru, L.J.—I have had an opportunity cf reading the judgment 
of Lindley, L.J., and agree with it. 

Riesy, L.J.—In this case I am unable to agree with the conclusion 
arrived at by the learned judge in the court below. Arguments have been 
pressed upon us on the supposition that the prim 
Clause referred to as the hotchpot clause is opposed 
contention. As, however, in my judgment, the appellant’s case is based 
upon and justified by the primary meaning of the clause it seems to me 
to be quite unnecessary to refer to those arguments. The respondents’ 
case seems to me to rest entirely u the assertion, and the mere asser- 
tion, for I heard no reason and essedly there is no authority to j 
it, that the important words ‘‘ shall be taken in or towards satisfaction ’’ 
cannot be wend « of gift, but must be construed as meaning “shall for the 
purpose of calculation only and not by eS of bounty or gift be 
taken in or towards satisfaction.” Iseeno sort of justification for modify- 
ing the phrase under consideration in so vital a manner. If the respon- 
dents’ counsel had confined themselves to the statement that there may 
be, and often are, cases in which similar words in hotch clauses con 
have no greater operation than that to which they claim to confine them 
in the present case, that statement would, I think, have been correct, but 
it would not have assisted them in the least. The limited operation of the 
words in such cases arises not from any change in the meaning of the 
words, but from the want of dis in the testator over the 


subject-matter. It is not only with retinane to hotchpot clauses that 
such cases arise. The plainest words of gift wherever they occur can 
operate directly only to the extent of the testator’s power to give, though 


they may have an important indirect operationasin 
Wiien 0 tectates gives 0 Cane aoe Dene shall be taken 
by any one in or towards satisfaction of his share, and the thing spoken 
of exists and belongs to the testator I cannot doubt that according to the 
plain and obvious he gives that thing, and this meaning is 
not controlled or varied, but rather corroborated, by 
as ‘“‘and shall be brought into hotchpot and accounted for accord- 
ingly.’ If and so far as the testator cannot give, the words of gift 
must be inoperative oe meaning, 
secondary meaning. Suppose a 
sae dole bin.uo way Mabie to nag A impossi 
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money, say, \ ° t, to make the 
transaction ‘ ‘a bond "4 mr 
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say ‘*I dec @ money spent by me on my son’s education shall be 
tisfaction it 


in or towards sa‘ of his share,”’ Se ee 
particular subject, there can be no gift. In each of the other cases the 


£10,000 is an existing asset, available for payment of creditors, but, sub- 
cot to the claims of creditors, entirely at the testator’s dispocal. If, then, 

says, ‘* I declare that the £10,000 owing to me on by my son, or 
the Sees yaa tgag to A. shall = = or towards 
satisfaction of my son’s share, my judgment it would be repugnant to 
common sense to say that the son was not released from the debt in the 


first case,and made the owner of the mortgage debt in the second. 
is the same thing as saying that the words operate as words of gift. 
are the extreme cases, but there, are, of course, intermediate cases, 
which the present is one, where the testator can dispose of , but 
only, — subject oe un = Ayn be that if, as 80 tnd 
the words can operate as — > 
meaning, they must do so. In the particular case if it i ae 
in order to avoid inequality where equality was presumably intended 
should have been disposed to . Levett’s argument, that by the 
words ‘‘ sums of money which I have covenanted to give’’ the testator 
must have meant ‘‘ sums of money which I have covenanted to give effect- 
ually, that is, so as to take them out of my estate.” I could not 
treat the word “‘ give ’’ in sucha context as being satisfied by a payment 
to trustees who are to take no beneficial interest for themselves. I prefer 
hewscen, to Whe Sind eee Se Se et the first part of 
the hotchpot clause, and to follow the learned ju the words 
as including the whole sum of £10,000 mentioned in the settle- 
ment. The operative words will then run thus: ‘I declare that the 
£10,000 referred to in my eon’s settlement shall be taken in or towards 
satisfaction of his share.” The to 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


LONDON AND COUNTY cease > v. GODDARD. North, J. 18th 
‘eb. 


Trusrex Act, 1890, ss. 12,50 (56 & 57 Vicr. c. 53)—Morroacs wrrn 
Deciaration or Trust—OConverance or Lacan Esrats. 


On the Ist of July, 1890, Samuel Goddard 
certain roperty to him with Barrell to secure re t.of a sum of 
£300. did not — and was that there was a 
legal mortgage to Bull, who the rest of the deeds. On 
February, 1894, Samuel Goddard went to the London and County Bank, 
and deposited the title deeds of certain other — to secare £5,500. 
Three days after there was a further advance of £2,000. On this 
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Nortn, J., said that he did not see why the security given to the bank 
‘should not have effect. It was true the bank did not get any legal 
estate upon the 20th of February, 1894, but it took a security in such a 
form that it could take the legal estate at any moment it chose. It was 
eaid that the deed was a mortgage, and not a trust. But the exception in 
the Trustee Act, s. 12 (3) was only to facilitate reconveyance withoat: 
bringing trusts upon the title, and the definition in eection 50 was taken 
from the Act of 1850. As between mortgagor and mortgagee during the 
continuance of the security there was no trust. The interpretation clause 
included nothing saying the Act was not to apply to a case in which the 
mortgage contained an express trust. In that case there was an express 
declaration the mortgagor would hold in trust for the purchaser.—Covunsz1, 
Rawlins, Q.0., and Vaughan Hawkins ; Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and Greenwood ; 
Ribton ; Jenkins ; Clayton. Soxtcrrors, 8. Pilley; Howard & Shelton ; 
Woodbridge § Sons ; Sole, Turner, § Knight ; Ward, Perks, & McKay. 

[Reported by G. B, Hamrurox, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re THE CONTINENTAL OXYGEN CO. (LIM.), ELIAS v. THE CON- 
TINENTAL OXYGEN CO. (LIM.) Kekewich, J. 4th and 18th Feb. 


Courany — Denenture-Hoipers — Foreciosurs — Partirs — AcTION By 
Dspenture-Howpens ror ForeciosurnE—DEnentuRE-HOLDER NOT JOINED 
as A Party—Jvrispicrion. 


Further consideration. A question of great importance to debenture- 
holders in limited companies was raised by this case—as to whether an 
order of foreclosure can be made in a debenture-holder’s action at the 
instance of one plaintiff when one or more of the other debenture-holders 
are not . The facts were as follow: The defendant company was 
incorporated in September, 1886, under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883, 
for the purpose (amongst others) of manufacturing and supplying oxygen 
in different countries in Europe. In May, 1891, the company, in pur- 
suance of its powers, raised a sum of £15,000 by the issue of 150 mort- 
gage debentures of £100 each, charging thereby by way of floating 
security its patents and all other real and personal property then or at any 
time th ter belonging to it. By condition 6, endorsed on the deben- 
tures, it was provided that after default (as therein mentioned) by the 
company the said debentures should become immediately enforceable. 
The plaintiff was the registered holder of 125 of the debentures. The 
company made default in payment of the principal moneys.due on the 

tures in the Ist of April, 1894, having for the preceding three years 
made default in the payment of interest ; and in March, 1396, the plain- 
tiff brought this action ‘‘on behalf of himself and all other holders of 
debentures issued by the defendant company,’’ asking for a declaration 
that the said mortgage debentures were a first charge upon the real and 
a ey property of the company, au account of what was due to the 
olders upon the security of the debentures, and that the mortgage 
debentures might be enforced by foreclosure or sale. In May, 1896, 
judgment was given directing the usual enquiries, and in November, 1896, 
the chief clerk by his certificate found that all the debentures were held 
by five persons, one of whom was the plaintiff and another was Madame 
la mune Jorant, who resided at Paris, and was the holder of two £100 
debentures. He also found that the property comprised In the deben- 
tures consisted of certain patents belonging to the defendant company 
and certain shares in other companies. ‘Ihe above property appeared to 
be of little or no value. On the case coming on for further consideration 
on the 4th of February, 1897, the plaintiff asked, with the consent of all 
the other debenture-holders excepting Madame la Baronue Jorant, to whom 
notice of the judgment had been sent, but who had not appeared and 
had taken no steps in the matter, for an order of foreclosure. His lord- 
ship doubted whether the court had jurisdiction to make an order, and 
veserved judgment. 


Kexewcn, J., delivered judgment on the 18th of February, and said 
that on further consideration of a debenture-holder’s action he was asked 
to make an order for foreclosure, the property comprised in the deben- 
tures, and to which the order of foreclosure would apply, being set out in 

second schedule of the chief clerk’s certificate, and consisting of certain 
foreign patents and certain shares, all stated to be fully paid, in joint- 
stock companies. The first question to be considered was whether an order 
of foreclosure could properly be made with reference to such property, 
bearing in mind that it was only charged by the debentures and had 
never been in any way vested in the debenture-holders, or in any persons 
in trust for them. Although property of that particular kind did not 
exist in the case of Sadler v. Worley (42 W. R. 476; 1894, 2 Ch. 170) his 
lordship bad embraced it in his consideration of that case, and the language 
of his judgment was intended to extend to it. He had been unable to 
how far the conclusions at which he arrived on that point in 

Sadler v. Worley had been criticized or approved by other judges, or by 
the profession, and under the circumstances his lordship was not disposed 
to reconsider his conclusions, and if this were the only point for decision 
he would hold the plaintiff was ontitled to the relief asked. The fore- 
closure in that event would have to be worked out by proper directions 
for vesting the charged property in the debenture-holders free from 
—- But there was a greater difficulty in the plaintiff's 
~ # this case, a difficulty which had also been present in 
v. Worley, and which had been noticed in the judgment in that 

caee, but, being there immaterial, had been dismiseed in a few words, 
although it was then much considered. It had been considered again 
with special reference to the circumstances of the present case, and it 
called for further treatment. His lordship would not endeavour to 
what might thereafter happen in other cases where the facts 
not be substantially the same as they were there ; it would suffice 
with the actual case in hand. The plaintiff was not the owner of 
the debentures. There were four others whose names, with their 
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respective holdings, were set out in the first schedule t> the chief clerk's 
certificate. Three of them had combined with the plaintiff, whose counsel 
was instructed to appear for them on the hearing of the further con- 
sideration ; but the fourth, Madame la Baronne Jorant, who held deben- 
tures for £200, was not a party to the action. According to the estab. 
lished practice in chambers notice of the judgment was sent to her in 
Paris through the post ; but this, of course, did not make her a y, 
and she never appeared. That had neatly raised the question whether 
his lordship could properly make an order for foreclosure in favour of her 
as well as the other dehenture-holders in her absence. When considering 
whether a particular order can be made or not—in other words, whether 
there is jurisdiction to hear and grant any particular application—it was 
useful to reduce the pro order into form, and to test the question by 
the language of that form. His lordship had therefore enquired of 
counsel what precise order he asked, and his reply was that he asked such an 
order as was made by Chitty, J.,in Welch v. National Cycle Co. (35 W.R.137), 
which was set out in the last edition of Mr. Palmer’s Company Precedents 
at p. 909. In that case the debenture-holders consisted of the plaintiff 
and two co-defendants, and the order provided for redemption on pay- 
ment to the three and for conveyance in default to them—all reference to a 
third class debenture-holder might be omitted as not touching the present 
question. On principle, itseemed right that an order of foreclosure in the 
primitive sense—that is, an order which merely discharges the equity of 
redemption remaining in a mortgagor who has conveyed the legal estate to 
the mortgagee—should be made on the application of one of two mort- 
gagees as against the other, because that release of the equity of redemp- 
tion really added nothing to the mortgagee’s original estate, and was the 
inevitable result of the mortgage contract ; but it did not follow that an 
action of foreclosure ought to be made as against one of two mortgagees 
where it had to —_— for the conveyance to him of property which it 
was possible he no wish or intention to take as his own, although he 
had accepted a charge on it. This point was not touched by the order to 
which his lordship had just referred, for though it declared a charge and 
directed a conveyance operating as a foreclosure, the debenture-bolders 
other than the plaintiff were not only parties as defendants, but consented 
to the order, so that it was made with the concurrence of all. There still, 
therefore, remained open the question whether such an order could be 
made where the consent of one of the debenture-holders had not been 
obtained. Mr, Wheeler had been good enough to furnish alist of authori- 
ties bearing on this point which his industry had discovered, including 
Drage v. Hartopp (83 W.R. 410, 28 Ch. D. 414), Davenport v. James (7 
Hare 249), Lowe v. Morgan (1 Bro. Ch. C. 368), and Palmer v. Earl of Carlisle 
(1 Sim. & St. 423). None of these cases could be cited as an authority for 
the proposition that foreclosure could be granted in the absence of one or 
more mortgagees. The only suggestion to the contrary was to be found 
in Drage v. Hartopp, but that illustrated the maxim that ‘‘ the exception 
proves the rule.” There the mortgage was vested in two executors, one 
of whom had absconded and could not be made a defendant with any 
prospect of service upon him, and Pearson, J., held that he was an un- 
necessary party ; but he did so, as appeared from the report and especialiy 
from the arguments, upon the ground that one of two executors suffi- 
ciently represented the estate. Much learning on that subject was to be 
found in the judgment of the Court of Appeal in Luke v. South Kensington 
Hotel Co. (27 W. R. 514, 11 Ch. D. 121), where the right of one of two or 
more mortgagees to maintain an action of foreclosure against the others 
was upheld, provided that the others were unwilling to be joined as co- 
plaintiffs, or had done some action precluding them from being plaintiffs. 
In the present case there was one debenture-holder who was not 4 party, 
and his lordship did not see his way to a workable provision for pay- 
ment to her and to the others of the ~—< due on the debentures ; and, 
even if that difficulty were got over, he did not see how he could properly 
direct an assignment to her of a share in the patents, or a proportion of 
the shares in the joint-stock companies. It might be said that it was not 
right for the plaintiff and those who acted with him to be debarred from 
what otherwise would be just relief by reason of the negligence of one 
debenture-holder to protect her interests in the ordinary way—negligence 
which, from what his lordship had been told of the character of the pro- 
perty, might possibly arise from the knowledge that it was worth little or 
nothing. On the other hand, it must not be forgotten that the extension 
of relief by means of foreclosure to such charges and on such property 
was one by no means naturally following from the early history of that 
branch of jurisdiction; and that persons advancing money on those 
uliar floating charges must be deemed to have done so with knowledge 
of the risk incurred, including the difficulty of realizing the assets of an 
insolvent joint-stock com: - The property being, as it appeared, 
worthless, it was only right that the plaintiff and those acting with him 
should have every facility for acquiring it, if they pleased, in the hope of 
turning it to account hereafter; and his lordship would give any assist- 
ance which the practice of the court allowed in that direction ; but, for 
reasons already stated, he did not see his way to make a foreclosure order. 
He would, however, make an order for sale of the property comprised in 
the debentures under the direction of the judge in chambers, and if the 
plaintiff brought in a reasonable proposal the result of which would be to 
vest the property in the plaintiff anda those acting with him, his lordship 
would listen to it.—Counsgn, Percy Wheeler, Soxicrror, William Sharp. 
[Reported by C. C. Hensiry, Barrister-at-Law. | 


PRIESTLEY v, ELLIS. Kekewich, J. 9th Feb. 
Votunrary Serruement—F amity AnRANGEMENT—Trust To Pay Cagprrors 
—Deatn or Serritors—Lianuiry or Setriep Estare. 
Action. By a deed of family arrangement dated the 16th of October, 
1867, a father and son appointed that certain hereditaments, over which 
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they had a joint power of appointment, should go and remain to the use 
of the father d his life and after his decease to the use of the trus- 

tees thereby appointed, their heirs and assigns, upon trust with the con- 
currence of the father and the consent of the son during their joint lives, 

and with the concurrence or like consent (as the case might be) of the 

survivor of them during his life, and after the death of the survivor at the 
discretion of the trustees, to sell the same or any part thereof in manner 
therein mentioned, and to stand possessed of the proceeds of sale and of 
the rents and profits of the eaid hereditaments until such sale in trust after 
payment of the costs and expenses of such sale to pay in such order and 
manner as the trustees should determine all debts or sums of money owing 

by the father during his lifetime or at the time of his decease upon 
specialty, simple contract, or otherwise to any or persons whom- 

soever, and after satisfaction of the aforesaid trusts upon trust to pay the 
surplus moneys and convey the unsold hereditaments to the trustees of an 
indenture of settlement of even date therewith to be held by them upon 
the respective trusts applicable thereto. Under the limitations of the said 
settlement the father was tenant for life and the son tenant in tail in 
remainder, with remainder to his first and other sons in tail with remainders 
over. At the date of the deed of family t the father was 
indebted to his sister in the sum of £2,266 13s. 4d., but the contents of 
the deed were never communicated to her or to any other of the father’s 
creditors. The father died on the 18th of January, 1876, having by his 
will devised all his real estate and bequeathed the residue of his personal 
estate (subject as to the latter to the payment of his just debts) to his said 
son, who alone proved the will. In the year 1888 the trustees of the deed 
of family arrangement sold part of the lands comprised therein, paid all 
the father’s debts except the said debt owing to his sister (of which debt 
as they alleged they were then unaware), and conveyed the unsold here- 
ditaments to the defendants, who were then the trustees of the said settle- 
ment, to be held by them upon the su trusts thereof. The son died 
on the 20th of January, 1890, leaving his estates undisposed of by his 
will, which was proved by one of the plaintiffs alone. The infant defen- 
dant was his only son and heir at law, and became tenant in tail of the 
settled estates. Interest on the said sister’s debt had been regularly paid 
by the father and son during their respective lives. The sister died on the 
13th of February, 1890, having appointed the remaining plaintiffs execu- 
tors of her will. At the time of her death the sum due to her from her 
brother amounted to £2,302 3s. 7d. Actions were subsequently evn re 
for the administration of the estates of the father and sen, and resulted in 
the reduction of the said debt to £1,719 17s. 1d. by payments made out 
of the father’s personal estate. The present action was brought by the 
sister’s executors against the settlement trustees and the son’s heir-at-law 
for payment of the remainder of the said debt out of such part of the 
hereditaments comprised in the deed of family arrangement as were con- 
veyed to the settlement trustees, and the son’s executor (as legal personal 
representative of the father) also joined in the action, claiming to have the 
whole debt raised and paid out of the said hereditaments in exoneration 
of the real and personal estate of the father. The following cases were 
cited or referred to during the courses of the arguments: Garrard v. Lord 
Lauderdale (2 Russ. & M. 451), Synnot v. Simpson (5 H. L. C. 121), Re 
Fitegerald’s Settlement (36 W. R. 385, 37 Ch. D. 18), Godfrey v. Poole (13 
App. Cas. 497), and Frewen v. Law Life Assurance Society (40 Soxtcrrors’ 

Journax 621; 1896, 2Ch. 511). 

Kexewrcu, J.—The question which comes for decision may be stated 
thus: Is this case within the principle of Garrard v. Lord Lauderdale, or is 
it within Synnot v. Simpson? ‘The present case differs no doubt in some 
respects from Synnot v. Simpson, but even so does it fall within the prin- 
ciple of that case? In Synnot v. Simpson there was a settlement by the 
father and the son, and that is so here. It seems to me that it cannot 
be of importance whether the settlement was made between one or more 
settlors, or for their mutual interest or not. The father and the son 
together constituted the owners and could dis of the property as they 
chose. As regards the creditors there is no difference whether there was 
a bargain ornot. In Synnot v. Simpson on p. 141 Lord Cranworth says, 
“T doubt whether the doctrine acted on in Garrard v. Lord ¥ 
and in the other authorities which I have adverted to, applies to a case 
where the trust is to come into operation only on the death thor, 
and where, subject to the trust for paymen ebts, the 8 
charged are conveyed by way of bounty to a third person. I 
think it at all events open to argument that in such a case the settlor 


| must primd facie be understood to be dealing with his property as 


if he was disposing of it by will, and therefore as contemplating 
bounty throughout; or if it be contract, so far as the party taking 
the estate is concerned, I think it must still be construed as bounty in 
favour of the plaintiffs named as incumbrancers.’’ Therefore, I think, it 
makes no difference whether the bargain was between twoorone. The 
creditors are equally strangers in either case. Inthe present case there 
were two gentlemen, father and son, who had a power of appointment 
over an estate. The trust is to sell either immediately or after the death 
of the father or with his consent during his lifetime, and out of the 
proceeds to pay his debts. These debts are not only charged on the 
proceeds of sale, but there is an express provision for their payment out of 
the rents and profits until sale. Subject thereto there is another settle- 
ment upon the son. Therefore, I think this case comes within the 
principle of Synnot v. Simpson. Subject, however, to these two following 
obeervations—namely, that the deed of arrangement might have been 
put an end to by the father and son, and that the creditors here described 
were not necessarily creditors to be ascertained at the father’s death, but 
creditors who were such during his life or became such . 
The distinction in the latter respect between this case and Synnot v. Simpson, 
where the creditors were to be ascertained after the settlor’s death, ag 


not seem to me to be material. In respect of the prior observation, how- 





ever, itis quite that father and oe mig Dave be to 
canal the wos in favour of creditors, but leave tee pe t 


had during his life. In my opinion, therefore, the creditors m 
—Counsen, Renshaw, Q.C., and F. 7. Procter; Warrington, Q.C., and 
Rebertson- Macdonald ; W. B. Heath. So.scrrons, Ullithorne, Currey, § Currey, 
for Rice, Roberts, ¢ Laurie, Liangefni; Robins, Billing, ¢ Co., for C. Owen, 
Pwllheli; Western ¢ Sons. 

[Reported by R. J. A. Monaisos, Barrister-at-Law. | 





LAW SOCIETIES. 
LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 

A ial general mee of the letors of the above society was 
held See office of the ty, No. 187, Fleet-street, E.0., on Friday, 
the 19th of February, 1897. ‘fhe Honourable Atresp E. Garnonne- 
Harpy in the chair. 

The Szcrerany having read the notice convening the meeting, 

The Cuareman said : first 


iscount Knutsrorp : I have great pleasure in seconding the motion. 


The resolution was carried unanimously, and the effect is that the pro- 
ee Sie is no caene te Sees a Oe bee re 
ession, and that with profit ae ores © te of 


December, 1896, will in 90 per cent. of 
instead of 80 per cent. as hitherto. 

The seventy-third annual general meeting was then held, at which the 
= of the directors to the proprietors for the year 1896 was 
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Sir Ricuarp Nicuotson : I beg to second that. 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

The Cuarrnman : Our next business is to submit the name of the auditor 
for the proprietors, who goes out of office by rotation, and who is proposed 
for re-election—Mr. Henry Houseman. I have much pleasure in pro- 

his re-election. 

Sir Ricnarp Nicno.son seconded the motion, which was agreed to. 

The Cuarmman : Our next business is to submit the name of a candidate 

roposed for election as an auditor for the assured in the place of our old 
Fiend Mr. Henry Gerard Hoare, who, we are sorry to say, is deceased. 
He was an auditor of this society for over thirty years, and I am sure 
that I am only expressing the views of every proprietor in the society 
when I say how deeply we regret his loss and the termination of those 
relations which werc so uniformly friendly between him and the members 
of the society. We are fortunate in being able to propose to-day in his 

lace the senior partner of the firm of Messrs. Hoare & Co., Mr. Charles 

oare, whom many of us know personally, whom all respect greatly, and 
who, I believe, will be a most useful man to serve as auditor of the 
society. As a policy-holder I have much pleasure in proposing his 
election. 

Mr. Henry Hovseman: 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


The Cuarmman: Now, gentlemen, we come to the ordinary business of 
the society, and I am happy to assure you that I believe that the society 
never was in a inore prosperous condition than at this present moment. 
I have nothing but good to tell you of it, and I believe that with the 
change we have made, after the greatest consideration, we shall continue 
to be in the future as we have been in the past, in the very forefront of 
assurance societies, that those who recommend us to their clients and others 
will never see reason to regret it, and that those who are shareholders in 
the society will also have the opportunity of participating for a long time 
to come in the benefits resulting from their connection therewith. ‘The 
first question which you always .ask is with regard to the amount of 
new business. The 8 amount of new business is rather smaller than 
last year, but the net amount, which is after all the important question, 
is £545,887, the second largest sum which we have assured in any one 

ear since 1845. It is above the average of the last seven years, although 

or the last seven years, since we adopted the system of agency and 
took certain other steps tv press our business, we have been carrying on 
@ much larger business (I believe twice as much) than we did for a con- 
siderable period before. The net renewal premium income is an im- 
provement on 1895, and it is the fifth year in succession that our net 
renewal premium income has shown animprovement. One of the most 
eatisfactory points with regard to the society is this, that the funds this 
year show an increase of £41,573. Although our business for some 
time past has been an increasing one, yet until last year our funds showed 
an annual decrease for some time. At last we have turned the corner, 
and this year we shew an increase in our funds of £41,573. Next we 
come to the question of the rate of interest, and there I am sure it is 
unn for me to point out that it is not possible now to get per- 
manently the same rate of interest on thoroughly good securities which 
we did in years past. The interest earned this year has been very satis- 
factory ; it is even larger than last year. lt amounts to £4 1s. 10d. per 
cent. That figure is somewhat misleading, because it results to some 
extent from a considerable profit on reversions having fallen in during 
the year. That, of course, comes in spasmodically, and cannot always be 
relied upon. Next I turn to the question of our expenses, and there 
again—that being one of the most important points which every inaur- 
ance office has to look to—it must be most satisfactory to you to see that 
our rate of expenses is even lower this year than it was last, and amounts to 
the very low sum of £11 2s. 2d. percent. Our policy is, and will be, to 
keep the ratio of expenses to premium income as low as possible con- 
sistently with bringing the advantages of the society prominently before the 
public. Next we come to the question of investments, and I think 
ttat our investments shew the wisdom of the course pursued by 

‘ou at our request a little time ago, when you gave to us, the 

tors of the society, the widest discretion in the manner 

in which we should invest the funds entrusted to our care. 
Last year we had to invest £499,000. About half of that was invested on 
mortgages or reversions, and about half in Stock Exchange securities. 
With regard to those mortgages I may tell you—as is the case with regard 
to all our mortgages—that I believe they are very well secured indeed. 
With regard to our Stock Exchange securities, without going into figures 
I may tell you that they stand at-this present moment at a very much 
higher figure in the market than they do in the books of the society, and 
altogether I consider that our securities are very satisfactory. 1 should 
like to call your attention to one point in connection with this subject. 
Pig turn to the last schedule before you, you will find a sum of £100,000 
w stands there as invested outside the United Kingdom. I wish to 
explain that although it isa mortgage on freehold property abroad in the 
first instance, it is really not altogether accel on property abroad, 
because although we have a very large margin on that particular security 
on the valuation of an experienced English valuer, whom we cent to value 
the property, we have as a second security a valuable one in the United 
Kingdom, and we have again as a third security the credit of an English 
compapy with sh-res now worth over £300,000 in the English market. So 
thatulthough nominally that mortgage stands as a foreign security, I believe 
Tam me cee. the opinion of the directors when I say that there is no 
ove whith is better secured and which we are better = Rene with, con- 
sidering the rate of interest which we receive. We have at this present 
moment, as you know, a tee fund of £1,000,000, which gives the 
security of which our society boasts. We have alsoa very large 


Asan assured I should like to second that 





assurance fund which (by itself. without the £1,000,000), taking the 
reserves which we have, would be an ample security for any possible 
liability which we have incurred at this yresent moment. We must look 
in all directions consistently with safety for investments for your property, 
We even invest a certain sum—not a very large one—in mortgages of 
licensed premises, of course with the greatest possible precautions, with 
very large margins indeed, and usually either with a guarantee from some 
well-established guarantve society, or by taking them as contributory mort- 
gages with three or four other assurance societies. I can only say that 
these securities are also amply secured; and they are repayable 
by instalments and are being paid regularly. With regard to 
the claims I should like to tell you again that the experience 
of the society has been exceedingly favourable during the past 
year. The claims have been less than the average for many years past. 
They are £70,000 less than might have been expected by the Hm. Table, 
which is the table upon which the calculations of our own and other 
societies are based, enh they are considerably less even than the expected 
amount by the table based upon our own more favourable experience for 
fifty-two years. Our security, as I said before, is unrivalled. We have now 
made a change, with your approval, which I believe you will never regret. 
We cannot allow any office to go ahead of us in the advantages which it 
offers to the public. Our watchwords are Enterprise and Caution, and we 
look forward in the future to an even greater career of prosperity than 
has blessed the Law Life Assurance Society in the past. I beg to move 
the adoption of the report. 

Sir Ricnarp Nicnoxtson: I beg to second that. T do not think that 
you could have had a more satisfactory statement than our Chairman has 
pronounced to you. 

The Cuarrman: If no gentleman has any remarks to offer upon the 
report and accounts, or any questions to ask, I will put the resolution that 
the report be received and adopied. 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Sir Writ1am James Farrer: Before we leave the room I should like to 
make a suggestion which will probably meet the wishes of the whole body 
met here to-day. 1 wish to propose a vote of thanks to the Chairman for 
his conduct in the chair to-day and for the explanations he has given. 

Mr. Henry Houseman: I have much pleasure in seconding that. 

The resolution was carried unanimouely. 

The Cuarnman : I am very much obliged to you, gentlemen. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 

The death is announced as having occurred on the 19th inst. of Mr. 
Tuomas Rouse Watson, solicitor, of 17, Canonbury-park South, London, 
N., and 81, Finsbury-pavement, E.C. Mr. Watson was admitted in 1852, 
and was a epecial commissioner to take affidavits in the Supreme Courts of 
the Colonies of Victoria and New South Wales. 





APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Grorcz Hzrnert Murray, C.B., has been appointed to succeed Sir 
Alfred Milner as Chairman of the Board of Inland Revenue. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvuTion. 
Srantey James Arrennonovcn and Water Epwarp Tver (Stanley 


Attenborough & Tyer), solicitors, 18, Piccadilly, London. Dec. 31. 
[ Gazette, Feb. 23. 





GENERAL. 


The St. James’s Gazette says that Mr. Justice Romer was unable to take his 
seat in the Chancery Division on Wednesday, the 24th of February, owing 
to a bad cold. " 


The next ladies’ concert of the Inns of Court Orchestral Society will 
take place in the Middle Temple Hall on Monday, the Ist of March, when 
Sir Robert Romer. Sir F. Lockwood, Q.C.. M.P., Mr. Bucknill, Q.C., M.P., 
and Mr Macrory, Q.C., are expected to be present. A varied programme 
will be provided, and Mr. Arthur W. Payne will conduct. 


Sir John Bridge is indisposed and has gone abroad to recruit his health, 
but it is hoped, says the Zimes, and believed by his medical advisers and 
others well qualified to judge, that he will resume his duties at Bow-street 
within a few weeks. Inthe meantime the magisterial duties at Bow-street 
are being fulfilled by Sir John Bridge's colleagues—Mr. Vaughan and Mr, 
Lushington. 

Sir Theodore Martin, writing to the Times, says that‘ the claim of Mr, 
Kruger to be indemnified for ‘ moral and intellectual injury ’ reminds me 
the item in the professional account of an Edinburgh W.S., which came 
under my notice in the days of my legal apprenticeship in that city. At the 
end of a well-charged bill of costs against his client was added an item— 
not a small one—‘ To great personal anxiety and fatigue in the manazement 
of your affairs.’ Whether the bill, as finally paid, included this peculiar 
item, I cannot say.”’ 
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The Times says that the case of Alien v. Flood and Another, which involves 


several important questions, one being whether the members of a trade union — 


are liable for the acts of a district delegate of such union, is fixed to be 


re-argued before the judicial members of the House of Lords on Thuredsyy 
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25th of March, when the Lord Chief Justice and several of the Supreme 
Court Judges have been summoned to be in attendance to hear the arguments, 
after which they will deliver separate opinions for the guidance of the law 
Lords. The judges will appear attired in their scarlet robes and full- 
bottomed wigs. ‘The last occasion on which the ju attended the House 
of Lords for a similar purpose was in November, 1880, on the heariog of the 
case of Dalton vy. Angus, when Baron Pollock and Justices Field, Lindley, 
Manisty, Lopes, Fry, and Bowen were present on four Gays, and, after 
considerable deliberation, delivered elaborate ani exhaustive individual 
opinions on the case. 


Mr. Claude Leatham, solicitor, of Wakefield, writes to the Times :—“' It 1s 
possible that my late experience may prove useful to some of your readers, 
especially those in my profession. A fortnight since a client of mine left 
England for Mentone, taking with him some deeds for execution by another 
client who had arranged to meet him there and to return them to England at 
the earliest opportunity. Four days later the following tel 
me: ‘Claude Leatham & Co., solicitors, Wakefield, England.—Wire me 
200 pounds Crédit Lyonnais Monte Carlo. Advise me Hotel France, Monte 
Carlo. Documents forwarded to-day.” This was signed with client’s name. 
Fortunately caution was observed, and a telegram sent to the gentleman’s 
supposed address at Mentone. The reply soon came that no telegram had 
been sent tome. The deeds arrived safely two days later, but the on envelope 
had evidently been tampered with.” 


The Benchers of Gray’s Inn have resolved t» remove tho disfiguring 
stucco from the exterior of their fine old hall and to restore it, as nearly as 
poseible, dl its state when originally erected. The work has been so satis- 
factorily begun that a saccessful completion is confidently anticipated. 
The hall, though not large, is one of the most interesting in London. Queen 
Elizabeth visited it often, and its finely-carved oak screen and several of the 
dining tables were, according to a tradition of the Inn, a gift from her to 
the society. ‘The members still solemnly drink on the grand night of each 
term ‘‘'To the glorious, pious, and immortal memory of good Queen Bess.” 
The accounts connected with the erection of the hali, written by Sir Gilbert 
G. Knight, the then treasurer, are still preserved in the library, and they 
show that the cost was £863 10s. 8d. 


It is told, says the Albany Law Journal, of Judge E. H. Gary, of the 
Chicago Bar, that before his election to the Bench he was associate counsel 
in the trial of a murder case in the Circuit Court of an adjoining county. 
The late Colonel Joselyn, one of the ablest advocates in his day, concluded a 
most effective argument to the jury in these words: ‘‘ Gentlemen, do not 
come to aconclusion during the appeal which will be made in the closing 
argument. Suspend judgment until the argument is closed. Suspend judg- 
ment until the charge is given you by the court. Suspend Silenet ‘infil 
you have retired to the jury-room. Suspend judgment until you have time 
to consider carefully what the awful result of your verdict will be if you fail 
toacquit.”” The jury were bathed in tears, but the effect of the peroration 
was materially lessened by the words of Prosecutor Gary, who deliberately 
rose, and, as if continuing the argument, said : “ And, finally, gentlemen, 
because it is necessary, suspend the prisoner.’ 








WarninG To rnTENDING Hovusz Purcuasers anp Lgsszes.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sani Arrangements thoroughly 


Exemined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Vv ictoria-street, Westminster. 
particulars. 


Fee quoted on receipt of full 
(Established 21 years.)—[Apvr.] 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Recistrars 1s ATTENDANCE ON 











Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Norra. SrTiauixa 
Mr. Jackson Mr. King Mr. Pemberton 
Carrington Farmer Ward 
Jackson King } 
Carrington Farmer Ward 
Jackson King Pemberton 
Carrington Farmer Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
KEKEWIOCH. Romer. Byayg. 
Mr. Leach Mr. Lavie Mr. Godfrey 
Leach Lavi Godtrey 
ie 
Beal Pugh Rolt 
Leach Lavie Godfrey 
Beal Pugh Rolt 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
March 4—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m. : 
REVERSIONS : 
To One-fifth of a Trust Fund of £8,333 Metropolitan Coneeiniet 33 Cent. 
and £109 Consols; lady aged 74. Solicitors, Messrs. W. F. W: & Sons, 
ion. 
To One-fourteenth of a Trust Fund of the value of £15,475; lady age ee 
vided a gentleman aged 62 survives ; with policy for £800. tors, 
& Fowler, London. 
To One-fourth of a Trust Estate in Colonial Stock value £6,115; lady aged 63; 
Bg Re NE 
0 £1, Conso 2 t. 
Messrs, Crosse & Bons Pandon ae 


To Onefourth of a Trest Food of £7,186 in Railway Stock; lady aged 59. 
Solicitor, A. 8. C. Doyle, London. 


: j y , 


In a moiety oTrast Fund gf £6,988 in Colonial Railway Stock, with 
gentleman aged 36. , K. M. Lazarus, Lond: 
POLICIES bYASSURAN 
et a 


ith bonus, in the Scottish Widows’ Fund ; life aged 44. Solicitors, 
Messrs. & Popham, London 
For £3, with proftain the North Brith and Mercantile life aged 63. Soli- 
Soa 2, 
For £306, with Br with life agei 70. itor, 8. 
For £1,983 and 1,00, with pot, inthe Mand-in-Hand ; ; life aged 83. Solicitor, 
For £1,000in the United Kingdom Temperance an General Provident Institution; 
Ter S168 ae fen Se Se toe Dots ant Gown: life aged 68. Solicitor, 


S:udamore, Esq., London 
(See advertisements, this week, p. 3). 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fatway, Feb. 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lonrep m CHanorry. 
Apert Eapre Cuatn Co, Lanrrep—Creditors are sogret, 
their names and addresses, and the their 
Henry Bryant, Park rd, Redditch. 
fry Frivanctat Co, Liurrep—Creditors are 
so Winchester House’ Old Broad st. Tisiee & Gord, Bond ot, Wel 
, WH * 
peerage lors to the liquidator 
ag” = spoon Maze Co, Liurrep—Creditors are b paneiend 
es and addresses, and theirdebinor claims, to Mr Joba Herrieos 
eblaven. ‘Talbot chbrs, Talbot 


Crry anp Wesrurnster Contract SORPORATION, Liarren—Creditors are req on = 

ther debts or dale to ore Catauby Hare [oa and the 
their debts wrate hill 
Stone, Billivee oy bid 

Croxer’s —_, “Linton Ged 
names and 


debts 
gomez ent odious, ont ¢ B ny ey td me ES, b uidator 
Hasius Parent Sets-Orexine Umsagiia Co, Lunrep—Creditors are “ on or 
before March and their 


1 
: 
j 


ore 81, and the particulars debts 
or claims, to Dixon Ross and Henry Heaven, 30, Cheapside. Harvey & Speed, 
Clement’s inn, solors for 
Lasvens Span Tramways Co, Jaustan_-Costiiems dus monte on or before March 20, to send 
, and thi their debts or claims, to W. Bailey 
usm ag and ay Mi Slot Peta f ited Feb 17, 
B NSOLIDATED GOLD 2 aaeee, MITED — ‘or 
directed to to be heard on "March 3. "Maddison, igs Arms "Yardy ole tot 
petner. Notice o' m roeall later than 6 o’clock 
the afternoon of i eating 
Miuwrow Bownenee Pioneers Society, Limtrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
gy 2, to names and addrowey, and the Gusti aoe 
arker, Two Bridges, Milarow near . Standring 
Rochdale, solors f : 
Swaxzy Estates axp Gotp Misrxo Co, i Ay gn are required, on or before 
Moods Si, to cond thats seenee names and and the particulars of their debts or 


claims, to Mr Alfred A. Clash, 1, © Sotiere tans 
Wiritam Banks & Co, ee oe oe on or before March 23, to send 
their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or to Fred 8. 
Marsh, 8, Bowker’s row, Bolton 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Ssorenam Juventce Baancn, 1.0.0.F. M.U. Socrery, sd gaa Arms Inn, Shore- 
ham, Sussex. Feb 10 


London Gasette.—Tursp. 
JOINT Ast COMPANIES. 


B U: Insurance Co, Lnaraep—Petn up, presented Feb 18, directed 
te be hand on March 3. Greenop & ee ees et = Notice 
than 6 o’clock in afternoon 


of appearing must reach the above-named not 


2 
Hewny Casswet. & Co, 
their names and a 


Howe Croix axp Szwixe Macurxe Oo, Tass 

March 29, to send their names and Sadeenetn, and ae 3 ee Sas 
to Evans Broad, 1, Walbrook. & Co, 2, Bond ct, Wal- 
solors to the liquidator 

ety ~~ Ly rad axnp Waits Harr ese Bose So, a are 

on or before A send their addresses, 

debts or to Mdward Liowellya Kenest, 63, Queen’ Victoria st nein 

Sagnien rte 


= Coa Goip Extraction Co, one a ae ase waniet. on or 
names addresses, and particulars of debts or to cm, 
Mr William Ww 80, ae st. J&M pee Bd Solomon, Finsbury 
pak solors to 
Taeatricat Comepy Syxpicats, og fe Ky BR 
directed 


2, Stuart ot st, Bute Docks, 
FRIENDLY a DISSOLVED. 
Ospewars. axp Devon Temperance Farexpiy Socrery, Sydney pl, St Austell, Cornwall. 
10 


+ Baewet axp Muswe.t Hitt Co-orgrarive Society, Laurrep, St Peter's Mission 
House, Friern Barnet. Feb 10 

Lirtiz Eaton Hasp-1n-Hayp R44 Co-orzrative Socizty, Lamirsp, Stores, 
Little Eaton, ny Feb 10 

Toxouam Farexpy Society, National Schoolroom, Tongham, Surrey. Feb 10 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES, 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


London Gasetts, Fapat, Fob. 6. 
Bunxarr, Joux Gourp, Rowsley, Derby, Farmer March ® Burnett y Burnett, North,.J 


Freperi ‘Union ; A wD 
Koserts, — Beagtig Vor, Biddle Trafalgar sq April Arey 
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London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 9. 
Axprews, Hexry, Canterbury March 11 Wood v Andrews, North, J Plummer, 


iterbury 
Curquer, Lovis Basi, Cecilia villas, West Ham, Gold and Silver Tester March 1 
v Lamendour, ont, J — & Son, Cheapside 
Dopvsos, Heuer Percy, Courtficld wy :— Fy Advertising Agent March8 Globe 
Debenture Corporation, ld v , Romer, J Dade & Co, Copthall avenue 








UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Craim. 
London Gasette.—Tvurspay, Feb, 16. 
eer | Jauns, Newcastle upon Tyne, Potato Merchant March 16 Richardson, New- 


e upon Tyne 
Arxinsos, Micnazt, North Shields March 15 Brown, North Shields 

Barwanp, Awwa Mausa, Newport,I of W March13 Eldridge & Sons, Newport 
Bixonam, Cuantes Wiiu1am, Manchester March 20 Morse & Co, Walbrook 

Branson, Canotixe Hoots, Sheffield March 31 Branson & Son, Sheffield 

Bagntxatt, Jonx, Mansfield, Nottingham March 15 Littlewood, Nottingham 

Berea, Hawran, ped Compton, nr Wolverhampton March 13 Fowler & Langley, 
Canmnonrs The Hon. Isapetta Evzanwon Mary Goven, Stratton st, Piccadilly March 


‘Walters & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
Coox, , Be. Blackpool March 25 Dean & Waterhouse, Blackpool 


Curizer, Henny Porter, Stepney March 15 Turner, Leadenhall st 
ne, att Paper bldgs, Temple, Barrister March 15 Jacobs & Levinsohn, 


Day, Many, Wincheombe, Gloucester Feb 25 Nalder, Sh pton Mallet 

Fieronsr, Henry, Cheetham, Manchester March 15 O71 Manchester 

Gaixg, Cuartes Heyry Paveene, Lieutenant, Gbyi, Nig Territories March 13 
, Suffolk st, Pall Mall 


Goowin, Hunay Auprivgr, Norfolk, Farmer March 20 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 


Gorair ong oes hoggnag eq, Blackfriars rd April 12 Harrison & Powell, Raymond 
sinpn 
Gursz.., Gzorce, Southampton, Grocer March 27 Hickman & Son, Southampton 


Haxson, Groner, Newcastle upon Tyne, Engineer March 13 Denison, Newcastle upon 
Hepoer, Pamir Fraxcis Fausuanv, Ludlow, Salop March 12 Morgan & Co, Old 


Hiawewt, Tuomas, Cirencester, Glos March 20 Mullings & Co, Cirencester 

Hit, the Rev Joux Ricuanp, Thornton Dale, Yurks April 21 Whitehead, Pickering 
Hossox, Pameria, Wolstanton, Stafford March19 Paddock & Sons, Hanley 

Hoxtsy, Prssaee, Mew Brighton, Chester, Licensed Victualler March 26 Whitley & 


\verpoo! 
Jacxson, Cuanies Binp, Lincoln March 22 Bell & Ingoldby, Louth 
Juwson, Janz Hanntet, Manchester st, Manchester sq March 19 Long & Gardiner, 


Lincoln’, 's inn fields 


Kaa.paum, Haney, Blackfriars March 18 Irvine & Borrowman, Hart st, Mark lane 
Lamont, Joszeruixg, Camberwell March 12 Colyer & Colyer, Wych st, Strand 
MoGeonor, Ametia, Liverpool May7 Morecroft & Co, Liverpool 

MoGronosg, Erizaneru, Liverpool May7 Morecroft & Co, Liverpool 

McGzonce, Joux, Liverpool May 7 Morecroft & Co, Liverpool 

Manniort, Exizapeta, Bath April 20 Pearce, Bath 

Masreauan, Witt1am W1140s, Silksworth, Durham April 11 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 
Mwares, Witu1am, Plymouth, Licensed Victualler March 13 Lane & White, 


Noscorr, Wii11am Gairrim, Ealing April8 Fielder & Sumner, Godliman st 
Oxpaipes, Gzoncs, Selby, York, Wine Merchant May1 Parker & Parker, Selby 
Pauuse, Eowis, Clapham April10 Taylor & Taylor, New Broad st 

Pouax, Faxxy Exizavetn, Hulme, Manchester March 27 Ogden, Manchester 

Pouurrr, Saran Janz, Manchester April 30 Rylance & Son, Manchester 

Paicz, Jonx, Upton, nr Birkenhead March 31 Quiggia & Bros, Liverpool 

Rayyo.ps, Henny Revert, Worthing March 20 Reynolds, Bedford row 

Ross, Joun, Stokeham, Nottingham, Farmer April5 Mee & Co, Retford 

Russe.t, Faaxx Mitwer, Maida vale March 31 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 
Scorsox, Wii114m, Allerton, nr Liverpool, Farmer March 31 Garnett & Co, Liverpool 
Sexyauoua, Witttam Jonk&, Liverpool March 31 Quiggin Bros, Liverpool 

Snort, Mantua, Braintree, Essex March 18 Marshall & Potter, Colchester 

Suiru, Hexny, Tranmere, Chester, Stonemason March 20 Lamb & Ksflin-Taylor, 


Sras.e, Raven, Milton, Stafford, Farmer March6 Bennett & Baddeley, Hanley 
ene Saran Mary Any, Bryanston sq, Hyde Park March 12 Morgan & Co, Old 


Wanrox, Es. Kemsdale, nr Faversham, Kent archi12 Tassell & Son, Faversham 

Watis,Jauzs, Bromley March 8 GH Wells, Bermondsey 

‘Wasrzyparr, Caantzs Henny, Bayswater March 24 Miller, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 
London Gasette.—Fatwar, Feb. 19. 

Avams, Axx, Wandsworth March 31 William Webb & Co, Essex st, Strand 

Auigx, Tuomas Revpex, Warwick, Grocer March 19 Scott, Bromsgrove 

Axustnowo, Jonx, Ardwick, Manchester March 19 Orrell, Manchester 

Bann, Etizapern, York April19 Dent, York 

Baavuowr, Jamns, Leamington May1 Ashton & Woods, Warrington 

Baranez, Witttam, Wrexham March 15 Hughes, Wrexham 

Braxp, Exiza, Twickenham March 17 Skewes-Cox & Co, Richmond, Surrey 

Bowpsax, Joz, Rowarth, Derby, Farmer March 20 Walker, New Mills 

Bucenanp, Gzonar Atexanpen, Wimbledon Park April 1 Fraser, Soho sq 

Buppsx, Epuvxp, Hampreston, Dorset Feb 27 Luff, Minster 

Comnxatiy, Parnicx Joux, Islington March 80 Herman, Bartholomew close 

Davar, Exzawon, Tunbridge Wells March 81 Godden & Co, Old Jewry 

Daws, Bzna, Ossett, York, Worsted Spinner March Burton & Dickinson, Wakefield 

DERae, Densams, Cut ieatigns March 28 C Stevens & Drayton, Queen Vic- 











Datver, Cuanies Hexny Tuomas, Bisley, Glos March 25 Witchell & Bena: Stroud 
Epwanrps, James Moons, West Ham, Essex March 25 Banes, Stratford 
Fintu, Joux, North Bierley, Bradford, Estate Agent March 1 Farrar, Bradford 
Fivupyer, Rev Sir Joux Henry, Ayston, Rutlands, Bart May 1 Arnold & Henry 
White, Gt Marlboro: at 
Grorcs, Witt1aM, — Malta, Engineer's Fitter March 25 Venn & Woodcock, 
ew inn, 


Giasproox, Sypyey Epwanrp, Swansea March 31 Collins & Woods, Swansea 
Geamsuaw, Caartes Roper, Gravesend, Solicitor March 31 Troughton, Gravesend 
Hearp, Roserr April2 Richardson & Synnott, Dublin 

Howes, Witt1am, Bromsgrove March 20 Scott, Bromsgrove 

Howarp, Jonny, Norfolk, Farmer March 8S Cooper & Norgate, East Dereham 

ceaens iw md Martitpa, Easthorpe, Nottingham April 15 Watson & Oo, 


J coon, Hover Wixw, Kingston upon Hull, Banker’s Clerk Marchi Jacobs & Dixon, 


Kino, Dayret, Lower Clapton April17 F W & HHilbery, Gt St Helens 

Lawrence, Witi1am, Fulham, Fishmonger March17 Taylor, Essex st, Strand 

Lowwaess, Gowns Avan, Hatfield, Broad Oak, Essex March 30 Few & Co, Surrey st, 
n 


Morsox, Henny Wattoyx, Durham, Tailor March 17 Wilford & Son, Sunderland 
Nourratt, Sanau Ayn, Bury, Lancs April10 Earle & Co, Manchester 

Paske, James, Trevethin, Monmouth April 26 Bythway & Son, Pontypool 

Pierson, Canistiana Janz, Tunbridge Wells March 18 Howard & Howard, Bromley 
Pirt, Wiii1am James, Newcastie st, Strand March 31 Glasier, Essex st, Strand 

Port, CuasLotre Catuesine, Walmer, Kent March 31 Bell & Co, Great Trinity In 
Pay “= Same Axx, Princes gt April1 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire sq, Bishops- 


Raven Tas Avausta, Hampstead April 21 Simpson & Cullingford, Gracechureh st 
Reap, Ricuarp Jouy, Kew grdns March5 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 

Ropertson, Ayn, Kingston upon Hull March1 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 

Scorcususy, Joun Connap, Manchester March 19 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 
Surrn, Eczayor Exvizaperu, Oxford March2i1 Davenport & Rose, Oxford 

Sarrn, Louis Davin, Brede, Sussex March 20 Young & Co, Hastings 

Surru, Many Ann Emm, Lewisham March 20 Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 

cues, A aoe Bryant, George ct, Strand, Newsvendor March 31 Laundy & Cor 


Spainc, Georcs, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Curer March1 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 


Tarsot, Hon and Right Rev Peasignce Gitpzat CazeTwrnp, Blackheath March % 
Thornton, Gt James st, Bedford 
Trewart, Amanpa, St John’s Wood ‘April 1 Fraser, Soho sq 


Tuackran, Samvuet, Watling st March 16 Thrackrah, Watling st 
sine BexJsauiy, Middleton Junction, Lancaster, Pattern Maker March 1 Garside, 
Vitmet, Mrs eeneseem, Verland’s Niton, lof W April3 Hensman & Marshall, Lin- 


coln’s inn fiel 
Waxes, Jauegs, Southport March 20 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 


Warp, Isaac, Dovercourt, Essex, Farmer March 20 Birkett & Ridley, Ipswich 
Wang, James, Wembdon, Somerset, Accountant March 25 Hagon, Bridgwater 
Warkixs, Rev. Bernanp Epwarp, Austwick, Yorks March 17 Sladen, Queen st place 
Wuiraxen, Many, Sowerby, Halifax March19 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 
Witurams, Janz Evrrx Marcaret, Denbigh March 25 Gamlin & Co, Rhyl 
Wis, Roseat Faxperice, Birmingham March 17 Burton, Birmingham 
Woop, Jouy, Blackpool March 18 Anderton, Blackpool 

London Gazette, Tuzspay, Feb. 23. 
Arsiz, Sorata Horatta, St John’s rd, Putney Hill March 25 Dowson & Co, Surrey #& 
Autes, | Was Dawret, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer April 3 Parker & Brailsforl, 


Auuisoy, Ayniz Saran, Chester April6 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 
Arxixsoy, Louisa Lavinia, Cambridge st, Edgware rd March 15 Godfray, Finsbury 


pede Babes Tuomas, Farnworth, nr Bolton, Printer April 30 Coope, Bolton 
Biap, The Rev Cance Cunistorner, Wall on Tyne, Northumberland April 6 Garrard 
& Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall East 

Bracurisip, Wituiam, Na Pu, Marquesas Islands, Merchant March 27 Dixon & 
Linnell, Manchester 

Bovrsy, Putir, Sandbach, Chester, Farmer March 25 R Bygott & Sons, Sandbach 

Brapiey, Marcanret, St Helen’s, Lancs March 20 Thomas, St Helen’s 

Buick, Exizaseru, Liscard, Chester, Boot Dealer April 2 Simpson & Co, Liverpool 

Cuew, Tuomas, senr, Cheetham, Manchester March 25 Pythian & Bland, Manchester © 

Cixae, Joux, Rochdale April? Standring & Co, Rochdale 

Denton, Axx, Egham, Surrey Aprili Elcum & Lemon, Bedford row 

Daace, Epwarp, Wortley, nr Leeds March 31 Brooke, Linooln’s inn fields 

Drypex, Wii114m, Preston, Ironfounder March 8 Ward, Preston 

Even, James, Croft, York March 13 Lucas & Co, Darlington 

Even, Rosert, Croft, York March 13 Lucas & Co, Darlington 

Fry, Joszrs, Hernchurch, Essex March #2 Henderson & Co, Philpot lane 

Gotz, Many Axx, Kennington, nr Ashford, Kent April 22 Gordon, Golden 


it 
eu ee Melcombe Regis, Dorset March 25 Bowen & Symes, Weymouth 
Gaurrix, Witi1am Rois Mortimer, Alphington, nr Exeter March25 Bowen & Syme 


WwW 
Hixastox, Mary, Garston, Lancs March 31 Brown & Co, Abingdon st 
Hostyx, Cram Oxsrow Peter, Bodmin, Cornwall March1 Edyvean, Bodmin 
Hvuaarns, Groroz Tuomas, Barnet, Herts March 31 Boyes, Barnet * 
Kew, Juciana, Somerset March 10 Griffith & Co, Newcastle on Tyne 
Remy, Dees See, Hee tee, Kent March 2 Norman & 


Luorp, Many Wourmetox, South Kensington March 80 Fooks & Co, Carey @ 


Lincoln's inn 
Macxenzis, Hexry, Worcester, Solder Maker March 18 Lane & Co, Birmingham Bi 


Masanoox, Wii11am Rosegr, Tunbridge Wells March 25 Stibbard & Co, 





Davi 


¥ 
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Mvogrns, Ann Seah Chelsea “April 10 Radcliffe & Co, Onsen st, Charing cross 
Newman, Percy James, Salisbury, British S Africa, Miner March 31 Munns & Longdens, 


Old Jewry 


Niztp, Many, M Micklehurst, Chester April8 Darnton & Bottomley, Ashton under Lyne 
Noaxes, Joun Tompsert, Southwark April10 Ingle & Co, Threadneedle st 


Puixate, Axx, Low Walker, Northumbrid March 20 Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Ritey, Hanzy Pearcy, Ossett, York, Firework Maker March31 Greenwood, Ossett 
Savitz, The Rt Hon Joux Baron, GC B, Nottingham April 22 Johnson & Co, New 


sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Saarcanp, Ciriiay, Cardiff April5 Bradley, Cardiff 


SuarLanp, Geores, Cardiff, Fruit Merchant April5 Bradley, Cardiff 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gazette.— Farivar, Feb. 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Gaezaxoee, Sara, Islington High Court Pet Jan 22 
Ord Feb 16 
Baneie, ALEXanper, and Cuarntes Farpertce Ayiwarp, 
Leicester, Grocers Leicester Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 
Bareuax, Row.ianp, Shaftesbury avne High Court Pet 
Jan19 Ord Feb 16 
Bopennam, Kezia Jane, Worcester, Draper Worcester 
Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 
Bisnor, Faepexick, Bristol, Coal Merchant Bristol Pet 
Feb 4 Ord Feb17 
Rd Wituram, Bettws, Glam, Collier Cardiff Pet 
Feb’ 16 Ord Feb 16 
Baazer, Wiiutam, Swansea, Baker Swansea Pet Feb 15 
Ord Feb 15 
Cox, Faanx, Drewsteignton, Devon, Baker Exeter Pet 
Febi5 Ord Feb 15 
Datumore, Witt1am Horatio, Castle st, Long acre. 


Builder High Court Pet Jani6 Ord Feb 16 
Davies, ee ey Ffairfach, Carmarthens, Wheel- 
wright hen Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 


Davis, Davip, Bow, Saddler High Court Pet Jan 28 
Ord Feb 16 

Evays, Naruanret, Lianelly, Grocer Carmarthen Pet 
Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

Evsxatr, Geonce Patrraman, Selby, Yorks, Tailor York 
Pet Feb16 Ord Feb16 

Pamsaren, Atrrep, Snaith, Yorks, Builder Wakefield 
Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 

Fexroy, Frepgrick, and — Sunpertanp, Carlisle, 
Printers Carlisle Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 15 

Gipox, James, Bridgend, Glam, Greengrocer Cardiff Pet 
Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Goopuan, Witt1am Law, Holborn bars, Insurance Agent 
High Court Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

Hawxs, Franx, Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet Feb 15 Ord 


Feb 1 

a Bristol, Corn Merchant Bristol Pet Feb 
17 Ord Feb 17 

Hant, Faancis J Eanesr, poe House, Strand High 
Court Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 

Harriey, Ezra Foster, 5 sey a Burnley Pet Feb16 
Ord Feb 16 

res Wesazam, Brighton Wakefield Pet Feb 16 Ord 

el 


Hi. Sanau Ann, Leicester, Boot Dealer Leicester Pet 
Feb13 Ord Feb 13 





Srevens, 


Panxix. Ricnarp, Snowden Hill, York, Farmer April1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 


Powis, Eviza Anye, Bristol March 18 Bescoby, Retford 











Barrow, Coryer Wattox, Blewbury, Berks March 1 at 
12 
Boors, may Romford, B: ae lat 3 95, 


Tem bra, Temple seg he 
Bowsy, ten Ourpenter. Feb 25 at 12 
’ st, yr yaa ” 
Cammiss. WARD, and mtram Brapsnaw Cammiss, 
Contractors March 3at3 Off Rec, 


Cuarke, Coasnns inne, Manchester, Electrical Engineer 
Feb 26 Off Rec, B ag st, ey 

CostTix, telly oe March 1 at 11 

Corrreti, WiLL1aM Henry, Cardiff, Builder March 2 at 
11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 

Cowarp, Joux, Gosforth, Merchant March 1 at 11.30 
Off Ree, Mosley st, Newcastle on 

Cox, Arruur, — Feb 26 at 11 
Off Rec, 40, St Mary’s gate, Derb 


Cox, LS ang aan ae ton, Devon, "Baker Feb 26 at 11 
Off Ree, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Cuetu, H, Hanover sq, Ladies’ Tailor Feb 26 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, st 

Dove, Hexry, Newport, I of W, Butcher March 1 at 10 
19, Quay st, Newport, I of W 

Eoaar, Looax } Bg I, st, Barrister March 2 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Evanratt, Groner ong Selby, Yorks, Tailor March 


2 at 12.30 
Forp, W J. *yeb 26 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Leicester, ow 


Grewcoox, Freperick, Overseal, 
March 3 at 11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, B 


x 
Hay, The Honourable Auistarm George, Upper Belgave st 
"Feb 26 at2.30 Bankru: ay Carey st 
Hiut, Arsert, Nottingham, Hosier “nd 2atli Off Rec, 
8t Peters’s Church walk, Nottin: 
Hut, Saran Ann, Leicester, Boot Dealer Feb26at3 Off 
1, Berridge 


Ree, 
comme Joux, heyy Yorks, Innkeeper March 1 at 
Off Rec, Stonegate, York 
‘Sede , oe Waetet Rhyl, Fiint, Joiner Feb 26 at 3.30 
Hotel, Rh: 


Jones, Taomas Boose, Whitefield, Lancs, Farmer Feb 26 
at3 Off Rec, B bere st, Manchester 
Mapper, Cuanues, ord, Jobmaster March 1 at 11 Off 
Rec, 1a, 8t Paul’s sq, Bedford 
Mippur, Henry, Calverton, Notts Feb 26 at12 Off Rec, 
St Peter’s Ch 





Jounsox, Jou, — Yorks, Innk York Pet 
Feb15 Ord Feb15 - ’ — 
Kiax, BRow.anp, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Grocer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 
Kwsiant, Antuve, ,» General Draper Preston Pet 
tate eer teks 
oxy, Henry, am pom Coal Dealer Hi Court | 
Pet Feb1 ‘Ord Feb 17 ” 
Maztix, Janzs, Central bi = Lake’s, Tailor High Court 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 1 
TERS, WALTER Tame, Swansea, Colli t 
Swanse Pet Jan27 Ord Feb 17 wy oo 
Norvoux, Watrer Ceci, Southwark, Clerk High ond 
Pet Jan 1 Ord Feb a7 
st Manchest Pet Jan 


Otiverma, ALEXanper, M 
20 Ord Feb 16 

Owen, Maey, Moreton Inn, Dalies, Licensed Victualler 

Wrexham Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 











Pirrs, Wititam, Cheriton Rishop, Dev on, Farmer Exeter 
Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 
Breees, James, Bootle, Lancs Cardiff Pet Jan 30 Ord 
Ricauoyp, Heyry, T Florist Edmonton 
Feb 1 15, Ord Feb aa 7 
Rossirzx, Wittiam Roserr Staple Hill, Glos, Boot 
Manufacturer Bristol "Pet Feb 5 Ord Feb 16” 
Samvet, Jounx, Walton = the Naze, Essex Grocer Col- 
wa ote Pet 7, Ont > 15 
xp, Heway, tor on Swale, , F Nor- 
thallerton Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 1 echemecendis 2: 
FIRST nectar 
Avet, Faxpericx Row.ixsox, Wolverhampton, Wrench 
pce 11.30 Off Rec, Wolver- 
Auras, ( Grorcz ay > Leeds, J 
ot ies, 2 Park row, Le oiner March 1 at 11 
aTTHEW Frep, thorpe, Lines. Grocer Feb 27 
mR ws o¢ Rec, 15, Fay hed Gt Grimsby " 
4Y, Tsomas, Dfracom Carpenter March 2 
at1.30 King’s Arms Hotel, Barnsta; le 
Bantow, Joux Tuomas, 


Middles Club 
B Sat3 Off Rec, 3, Albert rd, Middles 
annacroven, Henpert, radford, Weaver Feb 26 at 11 


mtg Fe 
Yorks 
Reo, 31, Ma: = eons Ry March 1 atil Off 


Banuiz, Avexanpen, and Cuanuzs F 
a Feb 26 at 12.30 Off Reo, i‘ eerie 





urch walk, Nottingham 
Morzis, Jonny, Wrexham, Tailor Feb 26 at 12 The 
) 
Pome Barm, cs Petar Cary G Coal Dealer March 
at Off Rec, Cury, Cambridge 
Prrrs, Wiit1am, Cheriton Devons, Farmer Feb 26 
atll Off Rec, 13, Bedford Exeter 
| Poone, Hasey James, Comberton, bridges, Butcher 
March 2 at 11 On Rec, 5, Petty Curvy, Cambridge 
Scorr, Faevenick, West ag, Butcher March 1 +9 10 30 


19, Quay st, Ni 
| Suaw, Jony J AMES, Stone- 
March 5 


— 
oem, aoe, Sot Dean, Glos, Leather Seller Feb 27 
8 1 Leg ster G Feb 2% at2 Off 
318, . rocer e 
Paste, HOMAS. Fag eer) 
Sussex, Builder Feb 26 
at 12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion 
Watcut, Hewry Byarr, and James Wasourt, Pouent, 


Dorsets, Feb 26 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
Waroenr, Paruir. Farmer Feb 26 at 3 
Law Courts, New rd, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aansnene, Ge Gerona, Armley, Leeds, Joiner Pet Jan 27 


Menepirn, Tome some Birmingham Birmingham 


Tavyior, ae James, 


Pet Jan7 Ord 

Ayton, James Tuomsox, Wietene, Auctioneer High 
Court Pet Jan 11 Ord Feb 15 

Basrett, Samvet, Yorks Bradford Pet Jan 
21 Ord Feb 16 


Barrig, Avexanper, and Cuartes Farpericx Ariwarp, 
Leicester Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 
Beste, Henry i Secen, New Broad st, 
Bo a K yoo" a Draper Worcester 
penHAM, Kezia Jaws, 
Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 


Romford, Builder Chelmsford Pet Feb 9 


Heyny, Clapham Common March 15 Frith, Angel court 
Surpson, Axx, Many Suurson, and Jutia Srursox, Pipe gate, Salop March 27 Spencer 
Newcastle under Lyme 


Surrox, Many Axx, Southampton March 25 Stanton & Co, Southampton 

Tauwtox, Joux, Downton, Wilts March3i Fulton & Pye-Smith, Salisbury 

Tartor, Extza, Lower Clapton March 22 Stevenson & Couldwell, Gracechurch st 

Cove, Tae Charles st, St James’s sq, Hatter March 31 Garrett, Gt James st, Bed- 
lord row 

Tayo, Jouy, Thurlstone, York, Plumber April1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Seenen, Same Axxz Toutrxsox, Weybridge, Surrey March25 Park & Co, Essex st, 

Wareemay, Ricuanp, Maidstone, Auctioneer March 81 Stenning, Maidstone 

Wemyss, Jaues Canweors, Anerley March 31 Munns & Longden, Old Jewry 

Waucut, Rovert, Bodfari, Denbigh April5 Gold & Co, Denbigh 


Davy, Dave, Bow, Saddler High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord 
Daviss, Tazorat.vus, Liandilofawr, Carmarthens, Whee!- 


Pet Febi5 Ord Febié 

Day Souraaa a oe Publisher Tigh 
Pet Dee 31 Feb 16 

Gear Pet Jan O7d Kensington, Dental Surgeon High 


Ev N et le Me: id Carmarthen Pet 
i 
age, Rereaesien Lele a 
Bvmnare, Gaowon Faure agenamas, Selby, Yorks, Tailor York 
os 5° 8 Aves ee "Boalt, Yorks, Builder Wakefield 
Penton, Far pl Sunpercanp, Carlisle, 
Printers “Carne Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 
Ganpp, Epwarp Janes, Lanes, Grocer Liver- 
Jan 27 Ord Ww ” 
Grmpox, Jamzs, Glam, Greengrocer Cardiff 
Pet Feb 


Ord 
Goo W man law Holborn bars, Insurance Agent 
th 
Pet Nov 20 Ord Feb 13 

Cheltenham Pet Feb 15 
Southampton, Grocer South- 

1 Ord Feb 
Lancs Burnley Pet Feb 


6 Feb 16 
nw Feb 6 Ord 


mj Witt1am, Brighton Wakefield Pet 


mes 8 . 
xenwoop, N 
5 "ees A wd Y Pet Jans Ont Bob 17 
OHNSON, orks, 
Feb i5 Ff , 
Krex, Leg oy tg on Ches, Grocer Ashton under 
Kwiont. A Vanos, General Draper Preston 
Pet Feb 11 


Macgaem Manraaner, | RE High Court Pet 
Oct 29° Ord Feb 15 


Ma wes, Central st, St Luke’s, Tailor High Court 
Bakes i Ord Feb 17 * 
Devon, Haulier Plymouth 


Florist Edmonton Pet 
met he 16 


Regsr, Tsomas, Cound, or Shrewsbury, Baker Shrewsbury 
Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 15, 

aeeze, Sone Geers, Ves High Court Pet 

2 Pet hage 16 > Ora aon, the aie, 

Tu Ricuarp, Dorset, Solicitor 
“Suateuar eae On 


ADJUDICATION pits.. A 
Wrrx, Joux Tuomas, North Hants, Brick 
Manufacturer Aug 26, 1896 


Annul Feb 16, 1897 


Prrrs, Wicwiam, Chi 
ae nag! i 16 Ord 





aes Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff 
Dawsox, Witttam vig OMFS South- 


oy Croydon, Builder Croydon 
F fois. On +; |e Guy Peacy Humurarey 

AIREY, 
Gout” Pot San 18" Ord Bob io High 
Ramsgate, 


Canterbury Pet Feb 
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Ouuiver, Srexcer At.wrer, Mount st, Grosvenor rq High | 
Court Pet Fe 





b18 Ord Feb 18 
Parxenr, Anxiz, Roecliffe, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Feb 
17 Ord Feb 18 
ne, Kent, Build 


Peansox, James, Milton next Sittingb 

Rochester Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 

Yarmouth Great Yarmouth Pet 

Buota, Joux, Wakefield, Commercial Traveller Wake- 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

-_— >} X-t-T Bray, Beds, Farmer Luton Pet 


Row, Ae Wes, Lanes, Innkeeper Wigan Pet Feb 19 


ho SC Pete, Fruit Merchants High Court 
Jani 
Ba RANK er. met, Rysaiheevee k, Birmingham, Commis- 
“nie Birmingham a "Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 
rmingham, Lamp Manufacturer 
Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 18 
Suzrwoop, Isaac, - Edgbaston, a Manufacturer 
et Feb 4 Ord Feb 18 
Sister 1Lu1am, Watford, Herts, Farmer St Albans 
Pet Feb 17 Pet Feb 17 
Surrx, eo, radford, Commission Manufacturer 
Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 
Sraxcer, Henny, Kingston upon Hull, Plumber Kings- 
ton u Hull Pet Feb18 S Ord Feb 18 
Swaer, Sypwzy Arruvr, Chelsea, Corn Merchant High 
Court Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 
Tairsx, James Ennesr, + Hants, Miller Salis- 
Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 1 
mes esas, os i, Builder Pontypridd 








Tr ‘An on? wale, Lancs, Tailor 
NDALL, Artuur, Bu , Lancs, Burnl Pet 
Feb18 Ord Feb - ud 


Tomson, Geoncr inte Newport. Mon, Solicitor 
Ni Mon Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 

Warxiss, Anraur Janes, K pel st, Gower st High 
Court Pet Jan26 Ord Fe’ 

J W Warsow, Crarx & Co, Brooke st, Holborn, Art 
Metal Workers High Court Pet Jan25 Ord Feb 18 

Witurams, Harney, Birmingham, Cabinet Maker Birming- 

Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb 12 
Wine, Estuen, Leeds Leeds Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 


Amended notice substituted for that published i in the 
London Gazette of Feb. 19 : 


Oxiverna, ALEXanpeRr, Manchester, ren t” 
ng Agen 


ter Pet Jan20 Ord Feb 1 
FIRST sienna, 
Avexanper, Sara, Islington, Ladies’ Outfitter March 2 
atll itey bi , Carey st 
Auten, Jostan, Hendon, Builder March 2 at 3 95, 
Tem brs, Temple avenue 
— 3at1130 Off Rec, 


ftesbury aventé “March 4 at 1 


ptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Brcxeatro, Artaur James, Redruth, Cornwall, Baker 
March 4 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st st, Truro 





Beppor, Eowarp Crarence, Wed ys Staffs, Eng 
March 4at 11 Off Rec, Walsall 

Bisnor, Frepenick, Bristol, Coal Merchant March 3 at 12 
Off Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Bopewnam, Kezia ey ‘Worcester, Draper March 8 at 

Bra aon, W. ‘Beton Gl Calle March t 
NCH, ILLIAM, am, ier 4 at 11 

ey 
zeL, Wituiam, Swansea, er March 2 at 12 Off 

31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
om tng Birmingham March 8at11 23, Colmore 


Cniaee, Wa i Muckley corner, nr Lichfield, G 
March 4at 10.30, Of Rec Walsall A Grocer 


Coxsitr, Wit11am Sreatrorp, North Ormesby, Yorks. 
7 co, Mae S tS Off Rec, 8, Albert 


Crane, James, Nottingham March 2 at Off Rec, 8t 

g at 12 

Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Crovourr, Wituiam Hewny, Kidderminster, Tobacconist 
March 3 at 1.45 Spencer Thursfield, Solicitor, Kidder- 


minster 

Crow, Jounx, Berwick upon Tweed, Painter March 4 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 20, Mosle y st, Neweastle on Tyne 

Curtis, Franx, Rhymney terer March 2 at 12 
65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil” 

Dauimorg, WILtiaAm occu. Castle st, 

4 at 2.30 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey 
Devs, Davin, Bow, Saddler March 2 at 1 


a Ml Liandilofawr, Carmarthen, Wheel- 
wright March 3 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car- 


Dawsox, Witutam Aran, Southam; Baker March 
Sat3.15 Off Rec, 4, East st, Southampton 

Dick, Evizanetu Axvre, Gt Yarmouth March 6 at 12 
of 8, King st, Ni 

Evans, NaTaantet, ‘Gasaey, Goeeet March 3 at3 Off 

Ferrox, 


en 
ERICK, and Wiiu1am Suxpeaianp, Carlisle, 
March 8at4 Off i 


— Freperice om. Gloucester 
oad a eer. 
Gur, 3 J, Wi Norwood. March 2s Ba 2.30 
Goopmaxy, Wittiam Law es hee Insurance Agent 
March 3 at 12 Bankruptcy bi a 
, Bexsamin Gronae, Pembroke, Butcher March 
; Pembrok: 
Haxpine, J fom. Bristol, March 3 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn 
Hakr, a tagg e Ervyest, Savoy Lr Strand March 2 
Seen Wits. hton March @ at 11 Off Rec, 6, 
Bond trree, Wi 


Hznox, Epwarp Grorce, Leeds, Tailor March 3 at 11 
‘Off Reo, 22, Park row, Leeds 








House, Serina, Cuiens. Licensed Victualler March 3 at 
ll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Jonzs, Rosert, Penmorfa, Carnarvons, Labourer March 
25 at 11.30 8 Portmadoc 

Kwicat, Artaur, General Draper March 5 at 2 
0 14, Chapel st, Preston 

a) ‘Jou, Fixby, Yorks, Farmer March 16 at 11 
0 , Halifax 

May. Heyry, West Bromwich, Sweep March 3 at 2.5 
% Jounty Court, West Bromwich 

Moore, Josras, 8th Milton, Devons, Haulier March 4 at 
10 10, Athenzoum trree, Plymouth 

Ourverra, Atexanper, Oxford, Advertising Agent March 
3at3 Off Ree, st, Manchester 

Parke, Gerraupe Mary, “Hentinck st, Manchester sq 
March 3 at 1 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey 

Parker, Annie, Roecli orks. Farmer March 3 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate ite, York 

Paice, Joux WiuaM, Oldbury, Wores, Licensed Victual- 
ler March 3at2 County Court, West Bromwich 

Rossiter, Wit1i1am Ropert, i"; Staple — Glos, Boot 
Manufacturer March at 11.30 ff Rec, Bank 
chmbrs, Corn st, Bri 

Syowsatt, Georcs Epwarp, Forest Hall, go moma 
Plumber March 3at11.30 Off Ree, 30, Mosley st, 
Neweastle on 

Sweer, Sypyey Aeraor, Chelsea, Cus Merchant March 
Sati1l Bankruptcy bldgs, 

a Hewry, and Georcr Joun “Tvonen, 1 aan 


Dorsets. Twine Manufacturers March 5 all 
Hotel, Bridport 
Cn Cuaries Tuomas, Wandsworth March 4 at 12 


es Carey st 

Waris, ILLIAM pte and Srerpsexs Waeraam, 
Bridport, Dorsets, Twine Manufacturers March 5 at 
1.15 Popul Hotel, Bridport 

Wiisoxs, Duncan Hersert Hastines, Brook Gros- 
venor sq, Homeopathist March 4 at 2.30 Ba: ptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

ADJUDICATIONS 

Avexanper, Sara, Islington High Court Pet Jan 22 
Ord Feb 19 

Becxertec," Anruur James, Redruth, Cornwall, Baker 
Truro Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

Berwsrerx, Harris, Leeds Leeds Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 
19 

Buayxuey, Joux Josern, Castle Bytham, Lincs, Farmer 
Peterborough Pet Feb 20 Ont Feb 20 

Cornwwett, WILLIAM — Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff 
Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 

Datiimore, WILtiaM | Castle st, Long acre, 
Builder High Court Pet Janié Ord Feb 19 

Dawson, Writtam Atrrep, Southampton, Baker South- 
ampton Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 18 

Derrett, Henry. om, Glos, Financier Bristol Pet 
Dec 22 Ord Feb 

Excar, Epwix et ll Croydon, Builder Croydon Pet 
Feb18 Ord Feb18 

Foorp, » aces, ae, Baker Canterbury Pet Feb 
18 Feb 19 

Games, Frepericx Joux, Gloucester ye Portman sq 
High Court Pet Jan26 Ord Feb 

Gray, iowaae, Gloucester rd, Regent's Park, Surgeon 
High Court Pet Jan 12 Ord Feb 

Grric, Josepn Trt iey, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet Feb 
18 Ord Feb 18 

Gaurrirus, Bessamtn Grorcr, Pembroke, Butcher Pem- 

- broke red — ll vy & 

ARFORD, Frank, Cefn , Glam, nger er= 

dare Pet Feb 18 rd Feb 18 

Hitt, —— Hosier Nottingham Pet Feb 
6 ‘eb 20 


Warren. Jawe Patwen, Brighton Brighton Pet FS u 
Ord Feb 18 


Warkiys, ‘Anrvave Jauns, Keppel st, Gower st High 
a RO 
ees, WILLIAM, utcher iu 

Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 19 

Wiisox, Cuartes Horace, Garlick hill High Court Pet 
Feb 15 Ord Mar 12 

Wie, Esruer, dg Wholesale Clothier Leeds Pet 
Pet Feb 19" Ord Feb 19 


A ded notices substituted for that pettaind 8 in the 





London Gazette of Feb 1 
Anrtuve, Joun Merepira, Birmingham 7 Pet 
Jan7 Ord Feb 13 


Anmatace, Georce, Armley, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet 
Jaa 27 Ord Feb 16 





100,000 to Lend in one or more suitable 

amounts on Mortgage of Freecholds at not less than 

£3 5s. per cent.—Apply, stating particulars, to Cuaruss 
Cosrexer, Solicitor, Darwen. 


ORTGAGE.—Wanted to Lend £2,000, or 
part, on Powe Leasehold or Freehold House or Shop 


Property.—Sen: iculars to Tay “9 & Co., Auctioneers, 
24, Pinciopieed oe John’s Wood, N v.W. 


R. CUTHBERT SPURLING, B.A, 

(Oxford), First Class Honours, Honours in B.C.L., 

late Scholar of Christ Church, continues to PREPARE for 
all Examinations by Da: , Evening, or Post. 

Latest Svuccesses.—December Bar Examinations, 1896— 

14 in for the different Examinations, all of whom passed, 


one gaining the J. J. Powell Prize. 
yrs bond 11, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn W.C. 











R. E. H. BEDFORD (Author of the the 

li y, Intermediate, and Final Examination 

Guides) commences his day and evening Final and Inter 

mediate Classes for the April Examinations at his Class- 

rooms on Monday, February 8th. Fees—Final, £6 6s. ; In- 

pe pear £4 4s. for whole period. Postal Classes as 

usual.— (Present) Ad amg 7 nd or by letter, 52, 
Arbour-square, Stepney, Lo 


AW.—Change Clerk required by Solicitors 

to one of the large London Breweries.—Apply by 

letter to Z., care of Street Brothers, 5, Serle-street, Lin. 
coln’s-inn. 


TRECTOR wanted at once for new and 

thoroughly sound home mining industry; qualifica- 

tion, £500; fees, £100; solicitor can also be appointed if 

with capital.— —Address, Company, at Horncastle’s, 61, 
Cheapside, E.C. 


ANTED. — A Shorthand Writer and 
General Clerk by a Firm of Solicitors in West- 
minster; age about 22; salary 30s. per week.—Apply, 
ra ;dessrs. Charles & & Read,?, 7, Quality-court, Chancery- 


ANTED, Address of Solicitor who adver- 

tised for Emma Sarah, who lived in the year 1876 

at the Hanover Public-house Bayswater-road and re 

refused offer of marriage.—Mrs. G. 
Cheney-road, Leytonstone. 














‘oop, 30, 





Hurt, Wicitam, Aberdare, Fishmonger Aberd Pet 
Feb18 Ord Feb 18 

Jenner, Antoun Hervert, Camberwell High Court Pet 
Dec 21 Ord Feb 20 


Keates, Wiiuiam, Cirencester, Gloucs, Tailor Swindon 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

Lacey. Heyxry, Walham Green, Coal Dealer High Court 
Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 19 

Marsnact, Jonx, Fixby, nr Halifax, Farmer Halifax 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

Masters, Watter Witiiam, Swansea, Colliery Agent 
Swansea Pet Jan 27 Ord Feb 19 


° Pet Jan 1 Lily ed - u, B 

LLIVER, PENCER LWYNE, Pagne ucks 

High Court Pet Feb 18 ora Feb 18 

Ouiverna, ALEXANDER, Manchester, srerning Agent 
Manchester Pet Jan 20 Ord Feb 1 

Owen, Mary, Ruabon. Denbiehs, | Victualler 
Wrexham Pet Feb a Ord Feb 18 

Parker, Anniz, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Feb 
17 Ord Feb 18 

Pang. Wituia4, sei Lancs Bolton Pet Feb6 Ord 

eb 19 


Pascoz, Witi1am, Helston, Cornwall Truro Pet Jan 7 
Ord Feb 18 


Pzarson, James, Milton next Si “rae Kent, Builder 
Rochester Pet Feb 19 Ord Fe 
Porrer, . Gt Yarmouth Gt | ae Pet Feb 19 


Ruopes, Joux, Wakefield, Commercial Traveller Wake- 
field Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 
Ross, 2pm. Wigan, Innkeeper Wigan Pet Feb 18 Ord 
me. Frank Henry. Birming' , Commission Agent 
irmingham Pet Feb17 Ord F ‘eb 20 
Surrn, James, Bradford Bradford Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 


20 
Sraxcen, Henry, , Region u a, * pee aaeeel Kingston 
upon Hull Pet F Ord Feb 
Tuirsk, James Eanest, Andover, Stiller Salisbury Pet 
T Fe 8 or Gilfech Goch, Glam Builder Pontypridd 
HoMAS, Ex1as, . 
Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 18 
Tinpatt, Acree on Lancs, Tailor aaa Pet 
Febiz Ord F 





Tomuinson, } wading Wermea pel eget 
Newport, Mon Pet 20 Ord ‘eb 20 


Norroix, WALTER Sag Southwark Clerk High Court | 





A SOLICITOR, having a small practice 
Willing to dienes (tnd with Teper rts, ‘Siice Fotos 
of same > 
&c.,on terms to be mutually arranged.” T > This affords as 
cqupertenny or @ young man oer on 
own account. ye Fe would ‘and by for a 

and _—_ not object to ee ere —Address, P. 36, 
care C. Birchall, Advertising mt, Eemed. 


flO SOLICITORS and AGENTS. —- 
established Firm of Auctioneers, Surv 

} Valuers will return the moiety of all fees on ae 

introduced; bankers’ and other references given.—Ad- 

dress, A. C ” care of Smiths, 51, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


GOLICITORS and Others desiring Sa ig 








Securities Mortgagees on Freehold and 
Leasehold Properties are invited to send particulars 
Amounts ready to be invested and interest required & 
a. Coorrr ‘& Sr. Pier, Auctioneers and 

t Archway-road, Highgate, N. 


[, CLERKS. »—A Premium paid for intro- 
to Estab. Firm.—Address, in rm mg po eel 
Caterham. 


ACTS Ascertained, Wills and i 














—$——— er 


wee aay a carta, Town or Country, for 
Ste 





500 feet above sea ; 
Crostaxp Fenron, =a, > 





cycling. 


Boys. Brilliant ; 
licitor | Cnces England, Wales, Scotland, \° FE 





. 


ee COLLECTED from | 2h per cont, u 
Solicitors, 


Societies, by Mr. Busca, 3 28 and 3, 
. (Estb. 1851.) Bankers’ referenst® | - 


‘HE DENE, Caterham, Surrey “Hills, 
rr tid air and water — iat 


i= =O 








=) 








)7 « 


a 
FS il 
| High 
ampton 
urt Pet 
is Pet 
in the 

am Pet 
ods Pet 





1itable 
ess than 


CHARLES 





tter, 52, 


licitors 


\pply by 
eet, Line 





ew and 
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MAPLE & CO 
FURNITURE 


MAPLE & CO. FIT 
UP OFFICES 














for 


OFFICES 
BANKS oie 
BOARD —— 
ROOMS cara e 
FIRST canara 
CLASS col sa 
FURNITURE 

Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 

EDE AND SON, 


manner, as well as 
ROBE Ads? MAKERS. 


at the smallest cost 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


consistent _with 

good materials 

To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, » Corporation of London, &c. 




















ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Olerks, and Olerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYM PLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
R. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 


PROBATE VALUATIONS 
JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 





SPINK & SON, Gotpsmrrus anp 
GRACECHURCH-8TREET, ConNHILL, Lanen, E.C., 


to announce they 
APPRAISE = above for the Lueat Prorzssion ‘or PurcHasE the same for cash if desired. 


lished. 177. 


ACCURATELY 


Sriversmirus, 17 anp 18, Procapmiy, W., and at 1 anp 2, 
respectfully to » that 


aay the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prines Louis Battenberg, K.C.B. 





BIRKBECK ‘BANE 
Chancery-lane, 


London. 
TWO-AND-A-HALF per CENT. 
on DEPOSITS yable on demand. 
awe pe Soe . on CURRENT ACCOUNTS, on the |. 
minimum month) balances, when not drawn below £100. 
STOCKS and purchased and sold. 





SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
For the encouragement of Thrift the Bank receives small 
sums on —_ and allows Interest monthly on each 
completed 





BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY. 
HOW TO PURCHASE A HOUSE 
FOR TWO GUINEAS PER MONTH. 
BIRKBECK FREEHC.D LAND SOCIETY. 
HOW TO PURCHASE A PLOT OF LAND 
FOR FIVE SHILLINGS PER MOXTH. 
The 
post free. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


= Sa pees 


uisite under the above Acts on the 
Every req supplied 








nt BOS at Se Set & Cee 
“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES 0 or Fepatation and 


Gcbedlon. SHALE 1OarEs, for 





SEALS dad enone. and printed, © OFFICIAL 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeants’-inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


M. W. EDGLEY, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 
M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 
M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st, 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. . 
M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 








Medical Superintendent 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 


For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. Terms, 
2} to 4 Guineas. 


Apply to Medical Superintendent, 
?. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb. -)s M.RB.C.S. (Eng.) 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: CHAS. J. BOND, F.R.C.S. 
L.B.C.P. Lond. Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. ms. 
Lael sad Seeiie Raeo ey tcl 

i erences. For terms an 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


Established 16 years. 


[NTEMPERANCE. —Ladies suffering from 
the effects of Intemperance or from the use of drags 
comfort and security.—Apply to 

APHAEL’S, Woodside, Croydon 


Provided for with ev 
the Secuzrary. 8T7 RA 








BRAND & CO ’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of ali Chemicto am and Grocers. 


BRAND & 2. nue” IR, W., & a WORKS, 
LONDON, 8.W. 
S U N LAW COURTS } BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, District 
SUM INSURED im 180 , £390,175 000. 





INSURANCE Z OFFICE. 





PROF. A. LOISETTE’S 
TIVE MEMORY SYSTEM. 
The last, most complete and edition. 


in 
i.b0 Amerioan, Tee, 6 


us iness 
gpaions ot the FREE.—Address, A LOIsETTE, 
237, Fifth Avenue, 4 ee as see, Lo ndon. 





LONDON GAZETTE and 
LONDON and 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Ages. 





LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 





ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. 
And all General and Commercial Work. 


Every description of Printing—large or small. 





Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAI, Newspaper, 
Authors advised with as to Printing and Publishing. 
Estimates and all information furnished. 
Contracts entered into. 





THE MOST NUTRITIOUS COCOA. 


EPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—OOMFORTING. 


COCOA 


WITH FULL NATURAL FLAVOUR. 








§. FISHER, 188, Strand. 
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SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1897. 
MESSRS. 
EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER 
beg to announce that their SALES of ESTATES, Invest- 
ments, Suburban, and 8 Comey Houses, Business 
versions, 


Ee Advowsons ma, Bo- 
held at the AUCTION 
the Bank of 


at 


er Properties will 
Ip Bn ed gd im 
England, in the Git? of London, as follows :— 


ea 


i] 
: 





Tuesday, November 23 


ay srumeerest, sustione can alee bo eid on other 


F 





Debate, Fe ryee, Farmer, & Bri e, London, fone 


phone No. 1,608. 


“BETHNAL GREEN ROAD. 
Sound wBobetantial mod Investment, y prodasing aor per a net. 
tion in Sestent tows ———. Vithin a short dis- 
re eerie High street. Messrs. 
[Ben aae, TEWSON, FARMER, & 


B 
Will SELL, at the MART, on TUES saa 16, at 
TWO, the capital FREEHOLD PREMISE No. 39, 
-green-road, having a frontage of po: 20ft. Sin, ee 

-floor, basement, and three excep- 

- Leased for twenty-one 

, 1885, at the very moderate 


Particulars of Messrs. Snow, Snow, & Fox, rpg 
et ee an Apes, Queen-street, E.C 


and 
eers, 80, Cheapsid e. mg 


TWICKENHAM. 

Close to the station. Excellent train service—i90 trains 
daily. The yoemeld Building Estate known as Perryn 
House two residences and oeniiy 3 12 
acres of tot ‘oe extensive frontages to the 
— roads. ‘oa drainage, gas and water supplies. 

‘o 
ESSRS. CHANCELLOR & SONS will 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on 
pay INS MARCH, this excellent BUILDING 


» Partonlare of sale of Messrs. Lee & Pembertons, 44, 

W.C.; and of Messrs. Chancellor & 

Sener, 51, Pall Mal), 8.W., and at Richmond 
and Ascot. 


ULLER, HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL, 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
or 

MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES. 

" PLANT AND MACHINERY 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 

Telegraphic Address—“* Futter Horsry, Loxpox.” 


AUCTION SALES. 

RS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 
every description of House Property. Printed terms can 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices, 

54, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-sqnare, beg to call the attention of 
ntending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica~ 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS, 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
6, IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
3 908, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W., and 
117, WESTERN ROAD, BRIGHTON. (Established 1778. 











SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1897. 
MESSRS. 


AREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARE, & CO. 
beg to announce that the undermen: ned dates have 
been fixed for their AUCTIONS of FREBHOLD, 
hold, and _—— ESTATES, fons, 
Interests, & , at the Auction Mart. To! enhouse~" 
Other sppelntanents for ieee 
arranged. 


Thursday, July 15 
eee md , July 29 
Thursday, A 


ugust 5 
Thursday, September 23 
Thursday, October 7 
Thursday, October 21 
, November 11 
November 25 
* December 2 
, December 16 
Thursday, December 30 


Thursday, March 11 
Thursday, March 25 
Thursday, April 8 
Thursda 


Woes June 23 
Theredey, July 1 
Thursday, July 8 
Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, Clark & Co. publish in the 

advertisement columns cf ‘The sine” © Saturday 
a list of their forthcoming Sales by Auction. They 
also issue from time to Le oe —— of — to be let 
frethold and [eeahold how a Danone, < on Oly sate nd ao 
0 ices 
[omar i y, which will be 
orwarded tree 


< on.— No. 29, Fleet- 
otrest, Templo-bar, as 





a 18, Oat pabeted: x. c. 


MESSRS. ‘STIMSON & SONS, 


Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
Land, House, and Estate Agents, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
aia 
ROAD, 8.E. 
(Oppado a the Elept Elephant and Castle). 


UCTION SALES a held at the Mast, 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, on the second and 
Thursdays in each month, and on other days as A 


may me 
STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGS 
ws PRIVATE TREATY eetien ey i mney 
Mortgages, ips erences an 
Arbitrations, the Adjustment of een ty one ag = fae 
Claims, —_ by Auction of Furniture and Stock, Collection 
of Rents, te Lists of » Ground Rents 
for Sale, oo Seen Bouman &e., be Let, are issued 
on the ist of each month ; and can be had ” oo on ap- 
plication, or free by post for two ‘— rer for 
insertion. Telegraphic address, ‘ 


By order of the Executors of F. V. Davis, Esq., deceased. 


TIMSON & SONS will SELL by AUC- 

TION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on 

THURSDAY, MARCH lith, at i o'clock, the follow- 
ing FREEHOLD GROUND-REN 


3) Amount. Secured upon 
aaa 


1) £6 No. 57, Cigvenggt-vend, Highgate 


2) 6 No. 59, " Pi 
8 Nos. 38, 40, 54, ray! & 60, —— 
oodstock-street, 


| street, and 59 & 61, 
| Canning Tow: 

4 Nos. 17 re 19, "Woodstocik-strect, Can- 
ning Town os me oa rm 
5 2% Nos. 8, 10, 12, & 14, Haymerle-road, 
j t-road 





Rack- 
rents. 


--| £38 
88 





200 
42 


Old Ken 24 

Nos. 24, Nunhead-green, and 2 & 4 
yyy Feckham 

Nos. 22 & 24 Banstead-st., Peckham| 

|Nos. 2 & 3, High-view, Overhill-road, 


hwo.’ 1, Er gee Dunstan’ vrd., 


14 


10 
16 


9) 6 


11| 


6 i. 2, Ditto. 
24 Nos. 200, 202, 204, & sung Earlsfield- 
road, Wandsworth 
5 10 Chadweil 


Ren 4 e on land at 
Hea‘ 

410 Rent-charge on land at Chigwell Row 
Essex 


| 
12) 





13] 


Particulars of W. J. Crossfield, fai Solicitor, 16, Mark- 
lane, E.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 8, Moorgate-street, 
E.C., and 2, New Kent-road, 8.E. 





ADVANCES ON NOTE OF HAND WITHOUT 
SURETIES. 


ESSRS. EDWARDS & CO., of 17, 
Sackville-street, Piccadilly, are p to make 
ADVANCES from £50 upwards, or to treat most liberally 
with any gen’ introducing business of above nature. 
No fees or delay and strictly private and reliable dealings 
guaranteed ; references to bankers and solicitors if required. 
N.B.—Repayments arranged to suit borrower’s con- 
venience. 

















FORTHCOMING SALES FOR THE YEAR 1897, 


Mea E. & H. LUMLEY (Lamleys, of 

8t. James’s a 22, St. James’s-street, 

W.) beg to announce the following DAYS OF BALE by 

rt for the poet em 1897, at the 

a E.C., but, in in addi 

arranged for special Sales. Terms on application. 
Tuesday, Mar. 16. Tuesday, July 13. 
Tuesday, . 30. Tuesday, July 20. 
Tuerday, A: 13. Tu y, Aug. 10. 
Tuesday, Tuesday, Oct. 19. 
Tuesday, May 25. Tuesday, Nov. 16, 
Tuesday, June 22. Tuesday, Dec. 14, 
Tuesday, June 29. 


Messrs. E. & H. LUMLEY announce in the advertises — 
ment columns of the 7imes on Saturdays a complete list of 
their Sales, which will include Estates in England. 
and Scotland. T’ 


given in order to ensure due publicity.—St. James's Hous, | 
22, 8t. James’s-street, 8.W. 4 " 


JOHN GERMAN, SON, & BEVEN, F.S.1y, ‘ 


LAND AGENTS, SURVEYORS & AUCTIONEERS, ¥ 
paALns fy As Auction or by Private Treaty) of Landed — é 
other Property. 


Valuers of Railway Compensation and other Claims, » 
Arbitrations, Valuations for Mortgage, » &e, 
Country, Town and Suburban Residences Let or Sol: bs 

#0, Chancery] lane. WwW. C.,4 sat ; Ashby -de-1a-Zough, 





Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL oysvrance comp 
LIMITED. ona TRE. 


Established 
1, Old Broad E.C., 22, Pall Mall, 8.W., and 
Subscribed ae, ae £1, 200,000 Pcia-up, £300,000, 
over £1,500 000. 3 


*. ©. CONNES SMITH, General Manager. 


IFE ASSURANCE POLICIES 
WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five. 
Considerably over surrender value given. 
Speedy settlements and highest references. 
Also Reversions and Life Interests purchased. 
T. ROBINSON, 
_ Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunderland, 


n HE NATIONAL REVERSIONARY If 
VESTMENT ©O., LIMITED. Founded Ij 
REVERSIONARY INTERESTS (Absolute and Co 


gent), LIFE INTERESTS, UIFE POLICIES, 
ANNUITIES Purchased. 








The Company pays all its own Costs of Purchase. 
Apply to Secretary, 63, Old Broad-street, London, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCI 
LIMITED 


(EstaBLisuHep 1828), 


Posthese Roweees Interests in Real and Pen 
Life Interests and Life Policies, 


Advance "Money upon Poe Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £613,725. 
17, KING’ od ARMS YARD, COLEMAN STREET, 
RI ENT COMPANY'S YACHTI : 
CRUISES by the Steamships ‘‘ GARONNE,” 
tons aoa, and ‘ TUBITANIA.” Pro tons re 
as under :— 


For gg ea Sitciry, Pauestivg, and ene 
Villa Franca (Nice), March 2. P, 
London March 1, returning to 





assengers 
on to London April is 
For Sours or Sprain, Gregce, Constantivopie, &c., 
ing London 31, ing May 17. 


For Porrvaat, Morocco, Corsica, ror and Src 
leaving London April 21, returning Ma: 


String band, electric oe. hot and jon bathe, 
class cuisine. 


Managers: F. Green & Co. ; Anderson, Anderson, & 08 
Head Offices: Fenchurch-avenue. 


Ja sem gray tAey the latter firm at 5, Fi 
me, London, — oe 


is. 3. Cvotapun-steuet fi. 





Estas. 1849. 
con W Exit. &:, 





ACCIDENTS OF ALL KINDS (Travelling, Riding, Cycling, Hunting, Shooting, & 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY & WORKMEN’S ACCIDENTS 
RAILWAY PASSE NGERS’ ASSURANCE G§ 


CAPITAL, $1,000,000, 
zZOoWD Oo MW. 


CLAIMS PAID, $3,760,000. 
A. VIAN, Se 





tion, other dates’ can be 3 





